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 IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff/Respondent   ) 
      ) 
vs.      ) Supreme Court No.  45642 
      )            
CHAD SCHIERMEIER,    ) 
      ) 
 Defendant/Appellant,   ) 
      ) 
      ) 
_______________________________________ )   
  
 
RECORD ON APPEAL 
 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine. 
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 




STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER IDAHO STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL’S  
322 East Front Street, Ste 570 OFFICE, CRIMINAL APPEALS 
Boise, Idaho 83702    PO Box 83720 
      Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
        
       
 
Attorney for Defendant/Appellant   Attorney for Plaintiff/Respondent 





























Location: Blaine County District Court




Previous Case Number: Trial Exh. in Exh. Room
CASE INFORMATION






Filed As:  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by 
a Public Officer or Employee in excess of 
$300.00  
FEL 10/21/2016
2. Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public 





3. Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public 





4. Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public 





5. Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public 





6. Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public 






CV-2017-598   (Consolidated Case)
Bonds








Court Blaine County District Court
Date Assigned 10/27/2016
Judicial Officer Brody, Jonathan P.
PARTY INFORMATION
Lead Attorneys
State State of Idaho Thomas, Jimmy Joe
208-788-5545(W)
Defendant Schiermeier, Chad Leroy, David Henry
Retained
208-342-0000(W)
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10/21/2016 New Case Filed - Felony
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
New Case Filed - Felony
10/21/2016 Case Sealed
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Case Sealed
10/21/2016 Indictment
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Indictment
10/21/2016 Indictment
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
REDACTED Indictment
10/21/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Seal Indictment
10/21/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Sealing Indictment
10/21/2016 Bond Set
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
BOND SET: at 200000.00
10/21/2016 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Original Arrest Warrant returned to Prosecutor, no copy was retained by the Court.
10/21/2016 Prosecutor Assigned
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Prosecutor assigned Jim Thomas
10/24/2016 Warrant Returned - Served
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Warrant Returned
10/24/2016 Case Un-sealed
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Case Un-sealed
10/25/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Disqualify District Judge Without Cause
10/26/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Granting Motion for Alternate Judge
10/27/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion for Order to Transport Defendant
10/27/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order to Transport Defendant
10/27/2016 Change Assigned Judge
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Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Change Assigned Judge
10/27/2016 Notice of Appearance
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant: Schiermeier, Chad Appearance Patricia Migliuri
10/27/2016 Notice of Appearance
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Appearance
10/27/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion for O.R. Release or in the Alternative for a Bond Reduction
10/27/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 10/28/2016 01:00 PM)
10/27/2016 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing 
10/28/2016 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: 3;
COURT REPORTER: Maureen Newton;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Patricia Migliuri;
HEARING TYPE: Arraignment;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 10/28/2016 2:51PM
STOP TIME: 10/28/2016 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
10/28/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order of Assignment by Administrative District Judge
10/28/2016 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Maureen Newton
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Patricia Migliuri
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
10/28/2016 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
CASSIA CO. Arraignment: Order on Defendant's Appearance, Arraignment/ 1st Appearance 
Minutes, Court Minutes
10/28/2016 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
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Hearing result for Arraignment scheduled on 10/28/2016 01:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held
Court Reporter:Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
10/28/2016 Arraignment
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Arraignment scheduled on 10/28/2016 01:00 PM: District Court
Arraignment
10/28/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Reducing Bond
10/28/2016 Bond Set
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
BOND SET: at 20000.00
10/28/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Status 01/03/2017 01:30 PM)
10/28/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 02/07/2017 01:30 PM)
10/28/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 02/22/2017 09:00 AM) 5 days
10/28/2016 Scheduling Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Pretrial Scheduling Order
10/28/2016 Arraignment (1:00 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Arraignment scheduled on 10/28/2016 01:00 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held
Court Reporter:Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
10/31/2016 Bond Posted - Surety
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 20000.00 )
11/01/2016 Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Request For Discovery
11/08/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Modify Bond Conditions
11/09/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/21/2016 01:15 PM) to Modify Bond Conditions
11/09/2016 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing
11/15/2016 Motion
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Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion for Preparation of Grand Jury Transcripts
11/17/2016 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Request for discovery and demand for alibi
11/17/2016 Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Response To Request For Discovery
11/21/2016 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/21/2016 01:15 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:None
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: to Modify Bond Conditions In 
Minidoka Co.
11/21/2016 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/21/2016 01:15 PM: Court Minutes to Modify Bond
Conditions
11/21/2016 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/22/2016 01:30 PM)
11/21/2016 Motion Hearing (1:15 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
to Modify Bond Conditions Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/21/2016 01:15 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:None
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing:
11/22/2016 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/22/2016 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:None
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: In Minidoka Co.
11/22/2016 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/22/2016 01:30 PM: Court Minutes
11/22/2016 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Modifying Order Reducing Bond
11/22/2016 Motion Hearing (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 11/22/2016 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:None
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing:
12/13/2016 Continued
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Continued (Status 01/17/2017 01:30 PM)
12/13/2016 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Amended Notice Of Hearing
12/30/2016 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
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Motion to Extend 12(B) Motion Timelines
01/03/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Allowing Extension of 12(B) Motion Timelines
01/10/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Appear Telephonically at Status Conference
01/12/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically
01/13/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order for preparation of Grand Jury Transcripts
01/17/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;




START TIME: 01/17/2017 1:30PM
STOP TIME: 01/17/2017 1:47PM
ENTRY BY: ANDREA;
LAST UPDATE BY: ANDREA;
01/17/2017 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Maureen Newton
Minutes Clerk: ANDREA
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Patricia Migliuri
Prosecutor: Matthew Fredback
01/17/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Status scheduled on 01/17/2017 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
01/17/2017 Status Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Mr. Nicholson appearing via telephone Hearing result for Status scheduled on 01/17/2017 
01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
01/24/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Continue
01/24/2017
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
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II 
Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Unavailable Dates for Trial
01/24/2017 Waiver of Speedy Trial
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Waiver Of Speedy Trial
02/01/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order to Continue
02/01/2017 Continued
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Continued (Jury Trial 05/03/2017 09:00 AM) 5 days
02/01/2017 Continued
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Continued (Pretrial Conference 04/04/2017 01:30 PM)
02/01/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing 
02/02/2017 Transcript Filed
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Transcript Filed
02/16/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's First Supplemental Response To Discovery
03/06/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Second Supplemental Response To Discovery
03/08/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission of Wyoming Attorney Thomas R. Green and Motion to 
Excuse Attendance of Local Counsel at Further Matters before the Court unless otherwise 
ordered
03/09/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
03/09/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
03/09/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
03/09/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
03/10/2017 Notice of Appearance
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant: Schiermeier, Chad Appearance Thomas R. Green
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03/10/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Granting Motion for Pro Hac Vice Admission of Wyoming Attorney Thomas R. Green
03/13/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing
03/13/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing
03/13/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Status 03/21/2017 01:30 PM)
03/21/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Status;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 03/21/2017 2:35PM
STOP TIME: 03/21/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
03/21/2017 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
03/21/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Status scheduled on 03/21/2017 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
03/21/2017 Information Filed
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Information
03/21/2017 Charge Reduced Or Amended
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Charge Reduced Or Amended (I18-2403(1) {F} Theft-Grand)
03/21/2017 Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with hearing (I18-5702(3) {F} Money-Misuse of Public 
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
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Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00)
03/21/2017 Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with hearing (I18-5702(3) {F} Money-Misuse of Public 
Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00)
03/21/2017 Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with hearing (I18-5702(3) {F} Money-Misuse of Public 
Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00)
03/21/2017 Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with hearing (I18-5702(3) {F} Money-Misuse of Public 
Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00)
03/21/2017 Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Dismissed by Motion of the Prosecutor with hearing (I18-5702(3) {F} Money-Misuse of Public 
Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00)
03/21/2017 A Plea is entered for Charge:*
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
A Plea is entered for charge: - NG (I18-2403(1) {F} Theft-Grand)
03/21/2017 Status Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Status scheduled on 03/21/2017 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
03/21/2017 Disposition
    2.  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00
              Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/21/2017 Disposition
    3.  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00
              Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/21/2017 Disposition
    4.  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00
              Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/21/2017 Disposition
    5.  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00
              Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/21/2017 Disposition
    6.  Money-Misuse of Public Funds by a Public Officer or Employee in excess of $300.00
              Dismissed on Motion of Prosecutor
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/21/2017 Plea
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
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    1.  Theft-Grand
              Not Guilty
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
03/22/2017 Continued
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Continued (Pretrial Conference 04/18/2017 01:30 PM)
03/22/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Amended Notice Of Hearing
03/29/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Third Supplemental Response To Discovery
03/30/2017 Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Fourth Supplemental Response to Discovery
04/05/2017 Acknowledgment
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Acknowledgment of Subpoena
04/05/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
04/06/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Fifth Supplemental Response To Discovery
04/10/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Pretrial Memorandum
04/11/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
04/12/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Sixth Supplemental Response To Discovery
04/17/2017 Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Registered Agent Return Of Service
04/17/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
04/17/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
04/17/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion for Order to Prohibit Pre-Trial Publicity Pursuant to IRPC 3.6
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. CR-2016-3203
PAGE 10 OF 29 Printed on 06/12/2018 at 2:55 PM11 of 684
04/18/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Maureen Newton;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Pretrial Conference;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 04/18/2017 1:50PM
STOP TIME: 04/18/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
04/18/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference
Hearing date: 4/18/2017
Time: 1:50 pm
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Maureen Newton
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
04/18/2017 Response
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Seventh Supplemental Response to Discovery
04/18/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing
04/18/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion to Shorten Time for Notice of Hearing
04/18/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Motion to Revoke Pro Hac Vice Status
(EXH. 5 SEALED)
04/18/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 04/18/2017 01:30 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
04/18/2017 Pre-trial Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 04/18/2017 01:30 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
04/19/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order on Motion to Revoke Pro Hac Vice
04/19/2017 Hearing Scheduled
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
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Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Motions 05/02/2017 11:00 AM)
04/20/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Motion to Allow Defendant to to Rely on Plaintiff's Witness List So That 
Defendant May Question any of Such Witnesses at Trial Without the Duplicity or Necessity of
Having Subpoenas Served Upon them by the Defense
04/20/2017 Witness List
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Witness List
04/21/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion to Continue Jury Trial
04/21/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing
04/21/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion to Shorten Time for Notice of Hearing
04/21/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Continue 04/24/2017 04:00 PM)
04/24/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled on 04/24/2017 04:00 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
04/24/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
04/24/2017 Motion to Continue (4:00 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Motion to Continue scheduled on 04/24/2017 04:00 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Maureen Newton
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
04/25/2017 Hearing Vacated
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 05/03/2017 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated 5 days
04/25/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Status 05/16/2017 01:30 PM)
04/25/2017 Hearing Vacated
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Pretrial Motions scheduled on 05/02/2017 11:00 AM: Hearing Vacated
04/25/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Sealing Memorandum Pursuant to Idaho Administrative Rule 32(i)(2)(B),(E)
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
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04/25/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Granting Motion to Shorten Time
04/25/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Granting Continuance
04/28/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page 
Paid by: Joshua Murdock Receipt number: 0002902 Dated: 4/28/2017 Amount: $2.00 (Cash)
05/02/2017 CANCELED Pre-trial Motions (11:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Vacated
Hearing result for Pretrial Motions scheduled on 05/02/2017 11:00 AM: Hearing Vacated
05/03/2017 Jury Trial (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
05/04/2017-05/10/2017
5 days Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 05/03/2017 09:00 AM: Hearing Vacated
05/16/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Status;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 05/16/2017 1:53PM
STOP TIME: 05/16/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
05/16/2017 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
05/16/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Status scheduled on 05/16/2017 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
05/16/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Eighth Supplemental Response To Discovery
05/16/2017 Status Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Status scheduled on 05/16/2017 01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: less 100
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II 
05/18/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference 08/01/2017 01:30 PM)
05/18/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 08/23/2017 09:00 AM) 5 days
05/18/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing 
06/01/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/01/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/01/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/01/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/01/2017 Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Registered Agent Return Of Service
06/01/2017 Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Registered Agent Return Of Service
06/05/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/07/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/07/2017 Personal Return of Service
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Personal Return Of Service
06/26/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Ninth Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
07/20/2017 Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Request For Discovery
07/24/2017 Notice
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice of Intent to Offer Expert Testimony Pursuant to IRE 702, 703, ICR 16(b)(7)
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07/25/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Tenth Supplemental Response To Discovery
08/01/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Pretrial Conference;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/01/2017 2:34PM
STOP TIME: 08/01/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
08/01/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference
Hearing date: 8/1/2017
Time: 2:34 pm
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/01/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 08/01/2017 01:30 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: under 100 pages
08/01/2017 Pre-trial Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference scheduled on 08/01/2017 01:30 PM: District Court 
Hearing Held
Court Reporter: Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: under 100 pages
08/02/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/22/2017 03:30 PM) pre-trial motions 
08/02/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing 
08/04/2017 Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Second Request For Discovery
08/08/2017 Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Request For Discovery
08/09/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
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State's Eleventh Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
08/11/2017 Response
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Response to State's Request for Discovery Dated 8/8/2017 for Defendant's Witness
List
08/14/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Twelfth Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
08/16/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Thirtheenth Supplemental Response To Discovery
08/17/2017 Witness List
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Witness List
08/17/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's 14th Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
08/22/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Motion;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/22/2017 5:44PM
STOP TIME: 08/22/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
08/22/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's 15th Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
08/22/2017 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/22/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 08/22/2017 03:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: pre-trial motions less 100
08/22/2017 Motion Hearing (3:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
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pre-trial motions Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 08/22/2017 03:30 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing:
08/23/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC & 3;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial DAY 1;
MINUTES CLERK: Andrea, Heidi;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/23/2017 9:30AM
STOP TIME: 08/23/2017 5:05PM
ENTRY BY: ANDREA;
LAST UPDATE BY: HEIDI;
08/23/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial DAY 1
Hearing date: 8/23/2017
Time: 9:30 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Andrea Logan, Heidi Schiers
Tape Number: DC & 3
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/23/2017 Witness List
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Amended Witness List
08/23/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Request to Obtain Approval to Video Record, Broadcase, or Photograph a Court Proceeding
08/23/2017 Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Sixteenth Supplemental Response to Discovery
08/23/2017 Jury Trial Started
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 08/23/2017 09:00 AM: Jury Trial Started 5 days
08/23/2017 Jury Trial (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
08/23/2017-08/31/2017
5 days Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 08/23/2017 09:00 AM: Jury Trial Started
08/24/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC (1);
COURT REPORTER: Sue Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial - Day 2;
MINUTES CLERK: Heidi Schiers, Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
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II 
START TIME: 08/24/2017 9:04AM
STOP TIME: 08/24/2017 4:52PM
ENTRY BY: HEIDI;
LAST UPDATE BY: HEIDI;
08/24/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial - Day 2
Hearing date: 8/24/2017
Time: 9:04 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Sue Israel
Minutes Clerk: Heidi Schiers, Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: 1
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/24/2017 Jury Instructions
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Preliminary Jury Instructions
08/24/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Jury Seating Chart
08/24/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Peremptory Challenge Sheet
08/24/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 1
08/24/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 2
08/24/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 3
08/24/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 4
08/24/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 5
08/25/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial- Day 3;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/25/2017 9:15AM
STOP TIME: 08/25/2017 4:08PM
BLAINE COUNTY DISTRICT COURT
CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. CR-2016-3203
PAGE 18 OF 29 Printed on 06/12/2018 at 2:55 PM19 of 684
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: HEIDI;
08/25/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial - Day 3
Hearing date: 8/25/2017
Time: 9:15 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/25/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Seventeenth Supplemental
Response To Request For Discovery
08/28/2017 State's Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Eighteenth Supplemental Response To Request For Discovery
08/29/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial - Day 4;
MINUTES CLERK: Heidi Schiers;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/29/2017 9:12AM
STOP TIME: 08/29/2017 5:00PM
ENTRY BY: HEIDI;
LAST UPDATE BY: HEIDI;
08/29/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial - Day 4
Hearing date: 8/29/2017
Time: 9:12 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Heidi Schiers
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/30/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial-Day 5;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
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START TIME: 08/30/2017 8:42AM
STOP TIME: 08/30/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
08/30/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial
Hearing date: 8/30/2017
Time: 8:42 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/30/2017 Jury Instructions
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Proposed Jury Instructions
08/30/2017 Objection
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Objection to Defendant's Witness George Breitsameter
08/30/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 6
08/30/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 7
08/30/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Memorandum of Law 8
08/31/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial-Day 6;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 08/31/2017 9:02AM
STOP TIME: 08/31/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
08/31/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial
Hearing date: 8/31/2017
Time: 9:02 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
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Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
08/31/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice and Agreement re purchase of audio
09/01/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Jury Trial-Day 7;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 09/01/2017 9:11AM
STOP TIME: 09/01/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
09/01/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Court Minutes
Hearing type: Jury Trial
Hearing date: 9/1/2017
Time: 9:11 am
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
09/01/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 11/07/2017 01:30 PM)
09/01/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Jury Seating Chart
09/01/2017 Jury Instructions
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Final Jury Instructions
09/01/2017 Exhibit List/Log
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Exhibit/Witness List
09/01/2017 Verdict form
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Verdict Form
09/01/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Setting Sentencing
09/01/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order to Report
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09/01/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Exhonerating Bail and Ordering Defendant Held without Bond
09/01/2017 Pre-Sentence Investigation Ordered
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered and Notice of Sentencing
09/01/2017 Bond Exonerated
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 20,000.00)
09/01/2017 Found Guilty after Trial
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 08/23/2017 09:00 AM: Found Guilty After Trial 5
days
09/01/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 08/23/2017 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: 5 days More than 500
09/05/2017 Application for Public Defender
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Application For Appointment Of Attorney
09/08/2017 Objection
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Objection to Appointment of Public Defender
09/11/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Miscellaneous Payment: Copy CD Fee Paid by: Idaho Mountain Express Receipt number: 
0006484 Dated: 9/11/2017 Amount: $6.00 (Cash)
09/11/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Motion to Hold Defendant's Public Defender Application in Abeyance Pending 
Filing of Documentation by Local Counsel and Pro Hac Vice Counsel
09/13/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Docket Worksheet
09/18/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Motion for Judgment of Acquittal Pursuant to ICR 29(c), Or In The Alternative, 
Motion for New Trial Pursuant to ICR 34
09/18/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing of Def's motion for judgment of acquittal or in the alternative, motion for 
new trial
09/19/2017 Memorandum
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Supplemental Memorandum of Points and Authorities in Support of Motion for 
Judgment of Aquittal or in the Alternative, Motion for New Trial
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09/19/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Motion for Leave of Court for Defendant's Attorney Pro Hac Vice and Local 
Counsel to Withdraw as Lead Counsel and for the Appointment of the Public Defender to 
Represent Defendant as new Lead Counsel for Sentencing
09/19/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing Defendant's Motion for Leave of Court for Defendant's Attorney Pro Hac 
Vice and Local Counsel to Withdraw as Lead Counsel and for the Appointment of the Public 
Defender to Represent Defendant as new Lead Counsel for Sentencing
09/20/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/03/2017 02:00 PM) Motion for Leave of Court
09/20/2017 Motion to Withdraw
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Verified Motion To Withdraw As Attorney Of Record and Local Counsel for Defendant
09/20/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion to Require Counsel J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. To be Present at Motion to 
Withdraw Hearing
09/22/2017 Hearing Scheduled
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/03/2017 02:00 PM) motion for judgment of acquittal or motion 
for new trial
09/25/2017 Notice of Hearing
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Notice Of Hearing of Defenant's Motions 1 to withdraw Defendant's motion for judgment of 
acquittal, or in the alternative, motion for new trial and 2 motion to dismiss criminal action 
pursuant to ICR48(a)(2)
09/25/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Motion to Withdraw Defendant's Motions for Judgemnt of Acquittal, or in the 
Alternative Motion for New Trial Due to Such Motions not being Timely Filed
09/25/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant's Moion to Dismiss Criminal Action Pursuant to ICR48(a)(2)
09/26/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Verified motion to not require local counsel to review lead counsel Tom Green's pleadings and 
motion to appear telephonically for October 3, 2017 hearings
09/28/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page 
Paid by: Josh Murdock Receipt number: 0006982 Dated: 9/28/2017 Amount: $31.00 (Credit
card)
09/28/2017 Miscellaneous
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Miscellaneous Payment: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Josh Murdock Receipt number: 
0006982 Dated: 9/28/2017 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card)
09/29/2017 Objection
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Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Objection to the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Criminal Action Pursuant to I.C.R. 48
(a)(2)
09/29/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order Requiring Counsel JO Nicholson III, Esq to be present at Motion to Withdraw Hearing
10/02/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion for Order to Transport Defendant
10/02/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order to Transprot Defendant
10/02/2017 Motion to Transport
State's Motion to Transport Defendant
10/03/2017 Court Minutes
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
AUDIO TAPE NUMBER: DC;
COURT REPORTER: Susan Israel;
DEFENSE ATTORNEY: Thomas Green;
HEARING TYPE: Motion;
MINUTES CLERK: Crystal Rigby;
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas;
START TIME: 10/03/2017 2:17PM
STOP TIME: 10/03/2017 2:00AM
ENTRY BY: CRYSTAL;
LAST UPDATE BY: CRYSTAL;
10/03/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Request and Order to Obtain Approval to Video/Audio Record, Broadcast or Photograph a 
Court Proceeding
10/03/2017 Court Minutes





Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg
Court reporter: Susan Israel
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby
Tape Number: DC
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas
10/03/2017 Notice of Appearance
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant: Schiermeier, Chad Appearance Cheri Hicks
10/03/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 10/03/2017 02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing: Motion for Leave of Court Telephonic 
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- Nicholson less 100
10/03/2017 Motion Hearing (2:00 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Motion for Leave of Court Telephonic - Nicholson Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
10/03/2017 02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held
Court Reporter:Susan Israel
Estimated Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing:
10/03/2017 CANCELED Motion Hearing (2:00 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Vacated
motion for judgment of acquittal or motion for new trial Telephonic -Nicholson Hearing result 
for Motion scheduled on 10/03/2017 02:00 PM: Hearing Vacated
10/04/2017 Hearing Vacated
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 10/03/2017 02:00 PM: Hearing Vacated motion for 
judgment of acquittal or motion for new trial Telephonic -Nicholson
10/04/2017 Order
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Order on Withdraw and Revoking Pro-Hac Vice Status
10/04/2017 Order Appointing Public Defender
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Defendant: Schiermeier, Chad Order Appointing Public Defender Public defender Cheri Hicks
10/05/2017 Motion
Party:  Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
State's Motion for Order to Transport Defendant
10/06/2017 Notice of Appearance
Request for Discovery
10/06/2017 Order to Transport
10/13/2017 Motion
Motion for Jury Trial Transcript at County Expense
10/13/2017 Motion
Motion for Bond Pending Sentencing, Notice of Hearing
10/17/2017 Status Conference (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan
P. ;Location: District Courtroom 1)
10/17/2017 Motion for Bond Reduction (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan
P. ;Location: District Courtroom 1)
Bond pending sentencing
10/17/2017 Motion Hearing - Criminal (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
Transcript at County Expense
10/17/2017 Notice of Substitution of Counsel
10/18/2017 Court Minutes
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10/24/2017 Motion to Transport
State's Motion for Order to Transport Defendant
10/25/2017 Order to Transport
Defendant
10/25/2017 Notice of Hearing
10/25/2017 Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery




11/03/2017 Addendum to Pre-Sentence Investigation
11/06/2017 Request
to Obtain Approval to Video/Audio Record a Court Proceeding
11/06/2017 Motion
to Quash
11/07/2017 Sentencing (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan
P. ;Location: District Courtroom 1)
11/07/2017 Court Minutes
11/07/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Susan Israel, More than 100 pgs
11/07/2017 Court Minutes
11/07/2017 Disposition (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
    1.  Theft-Grand
              Guilty
                TCN: ID1770004909   : 
11/07/2017 Sentence (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
    1.  Theft-Grand
              Felony Sentence
Fee Totals: 
Court Costs -
Felony - Other 
State Laws
115.50
Fee Totals $ 115.50
Confinement
Type: State Prison




Pre-Sentence Credit for Time Served
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Fee Totals $ 100.00
11/08/2017 Judgment of Conviction & Order of Commitment
11/15/2017 Motion
for Release Pending Appeal




Order Granting Motion to Appear Telephonically
12/05/2017 Motion Hearing (1:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan
P. ;Location: District Courtroom 1)
def's counsel appearing via phone
12/05/2017 Court Minutes
12/05/2017 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Susan Israel, less 100pgs
12/05/2017 Court Minutes
12/05/2017 Notice of Substitution of Counsel
12/05/2017 Case Final Judgment Entered
12/14/2017 Motion
for Order on Restitution
12/14/2017 Notice of Hearing
12/14/2017 Notice of Appeal
12/14/2017 Appeal Filed in Supreme Court
12/18/2017 Objection
to Entry of Restitution Order and Request for Telephonic Hearing
12/28/2017 Response
State's Response to Defendant's Objection to Entry of Restitution
12/29/2017 Order
for Telephonic Hearing
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01/02/2018 Motion for Restitution (2:30 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan
P. ;Location: District Courtroom 1)
01/02/2018 Court Minutes
01/02/2018 DC Hearing Held: Court Reporter: # of Pages:
Maureen Newton, less 100pgs
01/02/2018 Case Taken Under Advisement
01/16/2018 Order of Restitution and Judgment
01/16/2018 Decision or Opinion
Memorandum Decision on Motion for Restitution
01/17/2018 Amended Sentence (Judicial Officer: Brody, Jonathan P.)
    1.  Theft-Grand
              Felony Sentence
Fee Totals: 
Court Costs -
Felony - Other 
State Laws
115.50
Fee Totals $ 115.50
Confinement
Type: State Prison




Pre-Sentence Credit for Time Served








Fee Totals $ 86,868.03
03/07/2018 Order
Supreme Court Order Granting Motion to Withdraw
03/23/2018 Motion for Appointment of Public Defender
03/28/2018 Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender
04/26/2018 Returned/Undeliverable Mail
05/03/2018 Reporter's Notice of Transcript(s) Lodged
05/03/2018 Amended Notice of Appeal
06/01/2018 Reporter's Notice of Transcript(s) Lodged
06/11/2018 Reporter's Notice of Transcript(s) Lodged
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Defendant  Schiermeier, Chad
Total Charges 87,125.53
Total Payments and Credits 42.00
Balance Due as of  6/12/2018 87,083.53
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue South Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILED~~"'-' 
OCT 2 1 2016 
-~...;;_· ~~= 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016- 32....03 
INDICTMENT 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER is accused by the Grand Jury of Blaine County by this 
Indictment with the following felony offenses, committed as follows: 
COUNT ONE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2009 up to and 
including December 2009, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
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withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number xxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), MISUSE 
OF PUBLIC MONIES BY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, a FELONY. 
COUNT TWO 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2010 up to and 
including December 2010, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card numberxxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), MISUSE 
OF PUBLIC MONIES BY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, a FELONY. 
COUNT THREE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2011 up to and 
including December 2011, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number xxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
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where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), MISUSE 
OF PUBLIC MONIES BY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, a FELONY. 
COUNT FOUR 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2012 up to and 
including December 2012, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number xxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), MISUSE 
OF PUBLIC MONIES BY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, a FELONY. 
COUNT FIVE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2013 up to and 
including December 2013, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number xxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code §§ 18-5701 (1) and ( 10), 18-5702(3) and ( 4), MISUSE 




That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January 2015 up to and 
including December 2015, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, as a public employee did 
knowingly, unlawfully and without authority of law misuse public monies for his own use, or 
for the use of another, to wit: the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, an employee for the 
Blaine County Sheriffs Office acting in his capacity as the Police Activity League (PAL)/Drug 
Abuse Resistance Education (DARE) director, did through a common scheme or plan 
unlawfully withdraw monies from US Bank account number xxxx- 8338 by cash and/or check 
withdrawals and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number xxxx-7161 
and/or xxxx-1876, an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County Sheriffs Office 
PAL/DARE program, to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed three hundred dollars 
($300.00), in violation of Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), MISUSE 
OF PUBLIC MONIES BY A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, a FELONY. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such cases made and provided 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
A TRUE BILL 
Presented in open Court this ,;J.. I day of October, 2016. 
Names of Witnesses Examined 
By the Grand Jury: 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
FILED~~ r 7/ . ' 
OCT 2 1 20;5 Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 -=~== --. - ,_ Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016- 'b 2.0°3> 
MOTION TO SEAL INDICTMENT 
COMES NOW Plaintiff State of Idaho, by and through the Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office, and moves the Court pursuant to I.C.R. 6.4(d) for its order sealing the 
Indictment returned by the Grand Jury in the above-captioned case, with this document 
being replaced with its respective redacted document. 
The grounds for said motion are the rules for the Grand Jury provides for secrecy of 
the names for the Grand Jurors. er 
DATED thisot / day of October, 2016. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO SEAL INDICTMENT - Page 1 
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FILED ~~~u t:_ 
OCT 2 1 2016 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016- 3 '2.00 
ORDER SEALING INDICTMENT 
Based upon the Motion to Seal Indictment filed herein, and good cause appearing 
therefor, it is hereby ordered that the Indictment returned by the Grand Jury in the above-
captioned case be sealed by the Clerk of the Court and be replaced with the redacted 
document. 
DATED this <;2.-{ day of October, 2016. 
District~~ 
ORDER SEALING INDICTMENT - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this l,,\ day of October, 2016, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated below, 




219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
ORDER SEALING INDICTMENT - Page 2 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
~ Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
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Blaine County Sheriff BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFFS OFFICE 
Want/Warrant Number 
1650 AYiation DriYe 
W003867 
Hailey, ID 83333 WANT/WARRANT REPORT Date: 10/22/2016 
(208)-788-5555 ADULT Page: 
·' 
1 of: 1 
Legal Name SCHIERMEIER, CHAD R - ..• -. - .-.. A.M. 
Address U: 241 SUNRISE RANCH ROAD BELLEVUE, ID 8331 
r LC.LI P.M. :.· 1 
  OCT 2~ 2~ r, 
  ciAtkDistrict 
  Sex MALE 
Jolynn Dr£!9e, ., ,w_ 'IWfl~,,,"' ,..,.;,.rt 8/!llnO LCR,6 ' 
Eyes HAZEL Height 602 Weight 185 
Hair BROWN Hair Length Hair Style 
Phone No Facial Hair 
Agency BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFFS WW/CP No W0038 67 
Docket No CR20163203-1 
Citation No Type OTHER Want Level FELONY 
Case No Warr Date 10/21/2016 Warr Exp Date 
Alert Status ACTIVE Warr Status ACTIVE Bail $200000. 00 
Violation Info . 
Violation 
_,., < 
Violation Date 10/22/2016 Violation Level Docket Np 
Bond Type Bond Amount Bond N.o 
Agency BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFFS Judge 
Violation 118-5701 270 2704 Money-misuse Of Public Money By Officers 
Violation Date 10/21/2016 Violation Level FELONY Docket No CR20163203 
Bond Type WARRANT BOND Bond Amount $200000.00 Bond No 
Agency BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFFS Judge Robert J. Elg:ee 
Court Information 





charge misuse of public moneies by a public enpmloyee/ bond/ $200,.000/ serv/ 
day/night/ extradition statewide pending extradition decision/ ;,., 
Service Informal~ p 




Agency Sent To 
Type Officer Other 
Date Disposition 
Comments 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. CR-2016- 32..06 
ARREST WARRANT 
VS. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, OR PEACE OFFICER OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO: 
An Indictment, upon oath, having been laid this day before me by Jim J. Thomas, 
Prosecuting Attorney, stating that the crime of six (6) counts of MISUSE OF PUBLIC MONIES BY 
A PUBLIC EMPLOYEE, Idaho Code§§ 18-5701(1) and (10), 18-5702(3) and (4), a FELONY, 
have been committed in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, and accusing thereof, CHAD R. 
SCHIERMEIER, the above-named defendant, and probable cause having been found, 
YOU ARE, THEREFORE, COMMANDED to forthwith arrest the said defendant, and bring 
the defendant before me at my office in the City of Hailey, Blaine Co_unty, State of Idaho, or in 
case of my absence or inability to act, or arrest outside of this County, before the nearest available 
Magistrate within the Judicial District where the defendant is arrested. 
Bond is set in the amount of $ iSJpo1 00 o ( jw O. /JwJrl ~er/A lt.v~ 
Nature of charge: 8f" Felony D Misdemeanor . - · ; 
. . . . a,),\ • ,.. 
Service Authorized: gJ_ Day or Night D Day Only , ."" .•··· •• -·, ••. \ 2 
\.) •• .. •• V 
DATED this cJ. f day of October, 2016. i'/·~ :S ~ \:~~ * ~: 1-- ~ ~ :::: o: f.l., i,,o-( :5 ~-~ti'):, •i• r..., ~ - • (. 
District Judge v' \. .-, ~ •• ·:;. 
..... .. . "-"' •. vo •••·•••· ...... ' '(" 
•1,,,,\', "1v 3 s r; " 
ARREST WARRANT - Page 1 
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Requesting Agency: 
Do NOT enter NCIC: 
Initials and Date: 
Entered NCIC: 
Entered IHOTS: 




STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 










I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received the within warrant on the ___ day of 
__________ , 20_, and served said warrant by arresting the above-named 
defendant and bringing him/her into Court, this ___ day of ________ , 20_. 
Arresting Officer 
Initials and Date: 
Cleared NCIC: 
Cleared IHOTS: 
ARREST WARRANT - Page 2 
41 of 684
""'GI~~~- t \,! - .J w -- --~ 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY DISTRICT 
JUDGE WITHOUT CAUSE 
COMES NOW Plaintiff State of Idaho pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 25, by and 
through the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office and hereby moves the Court for 
its order disqualifying District Judge Robert Elgee as the presiding judge in the above 
referenced case. 
Plaintiff, State of Idaho hereby moves this court for the appointment of an alternate 




Jim homa , ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY DISTRICT JUDGE WITHOUT CAUSE - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .¢2._- day of October, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Chad R. Schiermeier 
c/o Mini-Cassia County Jail 
1415 Albion 
Burley, ID 83318 
FAX 208-878-1100 
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Jolynn Drage, Clork Oif;trict 
Cpurl flj/.!ine_ Countv. le':::ho • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
FOR ALTERNATE JUDGE 
The Court, having considered the State's Motion to Disqualify the District Judge 
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 25 hereby enters this order granting the state's motion 
for disqualification and for appointment of an alternate judge and requests that the 
Administrative Judge of the Fifth Judicial District appoint an alternate judge to oversee all 
district court proceedings in the above referenced case. 
DATED this 2~ day of October, 2016. 
Robert~ 
District Judge 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR ALTERNATE JUDGE - PAGE 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ;i lJ day of, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Chad R. Schiermeier 
c/o Mini-Cassia County Jail 
1415 Albion 
Burley, ID 83318 
FAX: 208-878-1100 
_ 1u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
___LL: Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
___L' T elecopy 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR ALTERNATE JUDGE - PAGE 2 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue S., Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208)788-5554 
-- t""• .·_.- t::'-o·· ·-. -. .. . - -t<•fs c ,-., . r□~~ ·::;~ ~. 
Jolynn Dr8(}f}, Clerk District 
Court l'Jlalne Countv.Jr.tt;hO 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT DEFENDANT 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order requiring that the defendant, 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, be transported from the Bannock County Jail to the Kramer 
Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the District 
Court Arraignment scheduled before the Court on the 28th day of October, 2016, for time 
to be determined by the Court. Upon conclusion of this arraignment hearing, the 
Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported back to the Cassia County Jail 
on the 28th day of October, 2016, for detention at that facility. 
DATED this '?t+- day of October, 2016. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT-PAGE 1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT 
DEFENDANT 
The Court, having considered the State's Motion to Transport Defendant filed 
herein, and good cause appearing therefor, it is hereby ordered that the Blaine County 
Sheriffs Office shall transport the defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, from the Cassia 
County Jail to Blaine County District Court in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the arraignment scheduled on the 
28th day of October, 2016, at a time of the Court's convenience. 
At the conclusion of said hearing, the defendant shall be transported back to the 
Cassia County Jail for d~ntion at that facility. 
DATED this f 7 day of October, 2016. 
District Judge 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT - PAGE 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -;;).. --==t' day of October, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
201 2nd Avenue S., Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Blaine County Jail 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
~-CS':53~ 
Cassia County Jail 
Burley, ID 
<i51-~ - \\00 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
-----l,/Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 




_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
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.. 1 Q-27-' 16 11 : 00 FROM- NMR, PLLC. -.. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson Ill 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 . 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Fax: (208) 735-4800 
!SB# 7759, #4167 
Email: nmr@twinfallslegal.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-990 P0001/0002 F-056 
FILED:.·~· 
OCT 2 7"2016 
Jolynn Drage, ierk D'"r"'' 
Court B/eir;e Co1m'.11• '·· d • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




) Case No. CR 2016-3203 
) 
) 







TO: THE CLERK OF THE COURT, BLAINE COUNTY, and BLAINE COUNTY 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY and/or SPECIAL PROSECUTING ATfORNEY: 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - Page l 
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:,10,-27-' 16 11 : 00 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-990 P0002/0002 F-056 
You are hereby notified that CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, the Defendant in the above-
entitled action, has retained the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), including Patricia Migliuri and J.O. Nicholson III, to represent him in said cause, and that 
we hereby appear for said CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER. You are further notified that all papers in 
said action are to be served at 228 4th Avenue North, P.O. Box 528, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303~ 
0528. 
DATED this 27th day of October, 2016. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
Patricia Migliuri 
Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 27th day of October, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Jim J. Thomas 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 20 l 
Hailey, ID 83333 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE - Page 2 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
p~----------
Attorney at Law 
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10-27-' 16 12:59 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
,,,., 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls> Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-992 P0001/0002 F-058 
FILED~:~:, I -
OCT 2 7 2016 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
MOTION FOR O.R. RELEASE OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE FOR A 
BOND REDUCTION 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorney of 
record, Patricia Migliuri of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), and brings this Motion for O.R. Release or in the Alternative for a Bond Reduction 
pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 46 and other applicable rules and statutes. 
Oral argument is requested. 
MOTION FOR O.R. RELEASE OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE FOR A BONO REDUCTION· l 
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10-27-' 16 12: 59 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-992 P0002/0002 F-058 
DATED this 27th day of October, 2016. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ. PLLC 
Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby ce1tify that on the 27th day of October, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Jim J. Thomas 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Anomey 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 




U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Patricia Migliuri 
Attorney at Law 
MOTION FOR O.R. RELEASE OR IN THE AL TERNA TI~E FOR A BOND REDUCTION - 2 
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PO Box 488 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Defendant. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 










Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Arraignment Friday, October 28, 2016 01:00 PM 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Thursday, 
October 27, 2016. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 





PO Box 528 
Chad Schiermeier 
Faxed to Cassia County Jail 878-1100 
Emailed: nmr@twinfallslegal.com 
Twin Falls ID 83303-0528 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
Faxed 208-788-5554 
Dated: Thursday, October 27, 2016 
Jolynn Drage 


















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Arraignment 
Hearing date: 10/28/2016 
Time: 12:51 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Maureen Newton 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: :3 
Defense Attorney: Lisa Rodriguez 
Prosecutor: Matthew Fredback 
Counsel present. Def. present in custody 
Court introduces the case. 
Def. waives formal reading of the indictment 
Court reviews the maximum penalty and the Def s rights. 
Ms. Rodriguez enters a plea of not guilty on behalf of the Def. 
Court sets 5 day JT 2/22/2017, PTC for 2/7 /17 at 1:30pm and a Status 1/3/17 
at 1:30pm 
Ms. Rodriguez addresses the motion to reduce bond. 
State objects to an OR release, requests conditions ofrelease- surrender 
passport and not be allowed to leave the State of Idaho. 
Ms. Rodriguez responds. 
Court comments- reduces the bond to $20,000. Conditions: reside in Twin Falls 
1410 Evergreen, notify court of any change of address, sign a waiver of 
extradition, surrender passport, international travel is prohibited, 
Ms. Rodriguez can collect the passport for pick up. 
Court will enter an order reducing bond. 
State requests the passport be turned over to ISP 
Court will have passport turned over to ISP 
State inquires about leaving the State of Idaho. 
Def. responds- would like to travel to Ohio. 
State responds. 
Court- as a condition Def. shall not leave the State of Idaho. 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 1 
\') 
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OCT-28-2016 FRI 09:49 AM 5TH DISTRICT TCA FAX NO. 208 736 4002 
OCT 2 8 2016 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 










) _____________ ) 
Case No. CR~2016-3203 
Order of Assignment by 
Administrative District Judge 
P. 03 
The above-entitled is assigned to the Honorable Jonathan P. Brody, District Judge, 
for all further proceedings. 
Dated: October 28, 2016 
c:f~\.~~'(L~~ 
ftt-tn'UA Mt'~ I iuvi 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
G, RICHARD BEVAN 
Administrative District Judge 
Fifth Judicial District 
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24-OCT-2016 18:33 From:MCCJC 12088781100 To: 98781010 
FILEO~~l"-¥./1 
OCT 2 B 2016 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR CASSIA COUNTY, MAGISTRATE DIVISI N -=-se:r-~: 
State of Idaho 







Order on Defendant's Appearance 
Rule 5 (b), Idaho Criminal Rules 
Chad R. Schierrneier ) ---'----.....-..-----------Defendant ) 
The above-named Defendant appeared this date pursuant to arrest by the Sheriff of Cassia 
County, Idaho, based on i:I facsimile /teletype copy of an arrest Warrant as follows: 
County: BLAINE Warrant#/ Case Number: See Above 
Date Issued: October 21, 2016 Bail Per Warrant: $ ----,$"'2-=-00-,-00,,...0-.00------
Defendant was advised, pursuant to R. S(b), ICR, of the following: right to bail; that she/he 
will be brought before a Magistrate Judge when she/he arrives In the demanding county; 
that she/he ls not required to make a statement to the court; that any statements she/he makes 
may be used against him/her; that she/he has the right to counsel; and of his/her right under R. 
20, ICR. Defendant's ball was set as set forth in the arrest warrant. 
In the event Defendant does not post bail, the Sheriff of this county is directed to 
surrender Defendant to the proper agent of the Sheriff of the demanding county for 
transport to that county. 
If the Defendant posts bail, the Defendant is Ordered to appear within 48 hours of 
release, in the Magistrate Court of the 5th Judicial District, in (City Hailey ), 
BLAINE County, Idaho. The Sheriff ofcassia County, Idaho is directed to promptly notify 
the Sheriff of the demanding county that the Defendant posted bail. 
The Defendant is remanded to the custody of the Sheriff of Cassia County, Idaho pending 
the posting of bail or delivery of the Defendant to an agent of the Sheriff of the 
demi:lhdlng county. 
Date: Oct. 24 , 20 16 
Defendant's Signature: 
Judge, Magistrate Division: 
Receipt of a copy of this Order acknowledged: . 
Clerk's Certificate 
Date: Jp/Vl u~ 
I 
Copy: Malled (x) faxed { ) to Clerk of Court in BLAINE County, Idaho on 
Q.c.)r '.l:S: , 20 ~ Clerk of the Court by Theresa Forthun , Deputy Clerk. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE 51" JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
CASSIA COUNTY, IDAHO 
Filed By: T. fortht.ul,, 
On: 10/24/2016 03:54 PM 
JOSEPH W. LARSEN 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT, FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO, BLAINilffiefN¥\:(>ISTRICT COURT 
State of Idaho, 
Vs. 
Chad R. Schiermeier 






Case No: CR-2016-3203 
Arraignment / l st Appearance Minutes 
Today's Date: ____ 07 C~t~obe~r="'2~4~, 2=0~1~6 __ _ 
Mailing Address: -~p_l)~~~<O'~_roo~_&_c~_, T_f ____ b_$_-?_0_I ____ _ 
Charges: ( ) Misdemeanor ( ) Felony Prosecutor: ( ) City ( ) County 
In custody appearance: ( ) Yes ( ) No ( ) Defendant Failed to Appear 
Probable Cause Affidavit on File: ( ) Yes ( ) No ( ) Refer to Pros. for I.C.19-390 IA charge 







Right to remain silent and not incriminate self 
Right to jury trial 
Right to confront and cross-examine evidence and witnesses 
Right to be represented by counsel 
Right to speedy trial 
Right to present evidence on own behalf 
State must prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt 
Right to appeal 
Charge(s) 
Warrant - BLAINE COUNTY 
I.e. Section Max Penalty 
Defendant advised of nature of charge(s) and penalties: ( ) Yes 
Counsel: ( ) Public Defender ( ) Waives counsel ( ) Retain counsel: _____________ _ 
( ) Public Defender denied: _________________________ _ 
Plea Entered [Misdemeanor]: ( ) Not Guilty ( ) Guilty ( ) Plea Entry Cont'd:-----~ 20 __ 
Next Court Date: KEEP IN CONTACT WITH BLAINE COUNTY/REFER TO ORDER 5(b) 
Bail: ( .,(cash or surety$ ½f/ tJ!P,, ~ ( ) O.R. ( ) Additional conditions below: 
( ) No possession or consu~ption of alcohol or controlled substances 
( ) U .A.' s at Misdemeanor Probation ________ times / week beginning upon release 
( ) Alcohol breath test at ___ Mini-Cassia Criminal Justice Center as follows: _______ _ 
( ) Other: _____________________________ _ 
( ) Fail to test or positive test results in immediate arrest warrant, bail$ _________ _ 
( ) No Contact Order Issued 
Notes: 
Judge: ~,.---4-: 
CR - Arraignment - I st Appearance Minutes. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF 
THE 5111 JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
CASSIA COUNTY, IDAHO 
Filed By: T. F~ 
On: 10/24/2016 03:32 PM IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CASSIA JOSEPH W. LARSEN CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
State of Idaho 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Chad R. Schiermeier 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR2016-3203 
COURT MINUTES 
~ Present via Video Arraignment D Not Present 
Court Hearing Type: In Custody Arraignment 
Event Code: CMIN 
Judge: Blaine Cannon Date: October 24, 2016 
Clerk: Theresa Forthun Courtroom: 3 
Interpreter: ___________ Time: 3:00pm 
Defendant's Address: Po Box 6061 , Twin Falls Idaho 83303 
Defendant's Employment: 
Rights/Charge/Penalty 
~Defendant Advised of Rights by: ~Video □Verbal 
Defendant cites he/she understands his/her rights 
~Court reviews charge/charges 
□ Defendant Waives the Reading of Rights 
□Court reviews maximum penalty/penalties 
PLEA 
□ Defendant enters a NOT Guilty Plea □Court Accepts NOT GUILTY Plea 
□ Defendant enters a Guilty Plea □Court Accepts GUILTY PLEA 
Attorney: 
□ Public Defender Appointed □Waives Counsel □ Public Defender Denied 
□Conflict Public Defender Appointed: 
Date and Time of Hearing: 
Type of Hearing: □Arraignment 




□ Private Attorney 
□ Sentencing/Disposition □ Probation Violation Hearing 
□Suppression Hearing □Other: 
BOND/ CONDITIONS/ NO CONTACT ORDER 
Court Sets Bond for$ 200,000 pending Transport to Blaine County □ NO CONTACT ORDER 
Conditions: 
□Check In w/Misd. Probation: □ UA Testing: 
□ Immediately upon release □ Discretion of PO 
□Within 1 hour of release D1_ times per week 
Comments: BLAINE COUNTY WARRANT 
Court in Recess: 3:03pm 
□Obtain Evaluation: 




OCT 28 2016 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 












CASE NO. CR-2016-2303 
ORDER REDUCING BOND 
For reasons stated on the record during the 10/28/2016 hearing, IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that bail in the above-captioned case is reduced to $20,000.00. 
Conditions of bail are as follows: 
1. Reside at the house on Evergreen street in Twin Falls owned by Defendant's 
mother; 
2. Surrender passport to counsel to be turned over to Idaho State Police 
investigators; 
3. Sign a waiver of extradition; and 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on this J:/;_ day of OG\- . , 2016, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document: ORDER REDUCING BOND, by the method indicated below, 
and addressed to the following: 
Prosecuting Attorney: Jim Thomas 




Clerk of the District Court 
Blaine County, Idaho 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
********* 








Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
Plaintiff, 
vs. PRETRIAL SCHE m~Y.. ~~ 
Chad Schiermeier, OCT 28°' 2016 
Defendant. 
·--~::-~= 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rules 12, 
16 and 18 the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Status: Tuesday, January 3, 2017 01:30 PM 
Pretrial Conference: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 01:30 PM 
1) JURY TRIAL DATE: A total of ----'5'----_ days have been reserved, a Jury 
Trial is set for Wednesday, February 22, 2017 09:00 AM (2/22-2/24 & 2/28-3/1). Normally 
jury trials will begin at 9:00 a.m. and conclude at 5:00 p.m. each day. Counsel are expected to 
arrive by 8:30 a.m. the first day of trial and 8:45 a.m. on subsequent days. 
2) APPEARANCE OF DEFENDANT: Pursuant to Rule 43, Idaho Criminal Rules, the 
defendant is required to be personally present in court at the following proceedings: arraignment; 
status and pre-trial conferences; hearings on all motions and arguments on questions of law 
(including but not limited to motions regarding bail, motions for suppression of evidence, 
motions in limine regarding evidence at trial); at every stage of trial including impaneling of the 
jury and return of the verdict. Failure of the defendant to attend court as required may result in 
f 
the forfeiture of bond and the issuance of a bench warrant for the arrest of defendaJ;lt. " -H ,r . , 411 ,,v-l 
{I..(.{,:_ €_.'/¥,t,,t}{t) {A ( 5t.-,r .-4 tf~, H,,1 · 'lL I "1.-' 
3) MOTIONS: The time limits set forth in I.C.R. 12 avpiy. Motions for changes of c)J ,/4Ji£if7111-,ttJ 
venue are governed by I.C.R. 22. All motions must be accompanied by such supporting 
affidavits as may be required, together with a mandatory memorandum of law that sets forth the 
specific issue to be addressed in the motion and sets forth the authority in support of the motion. 
Pursuant to ICR 45(c) and (d), hearings on motions may not be scheduled sooner than seven (7) 
days following service together with three (3) days for service by mail and upon objection shall 
PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER 1 
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be vacated if not timely scheduled. If counsel anticipates pretrial motions, one or more motion 
hearing dates may be set at arraignment. 
4) DISCOVERY CUT-OFF: All discovery pursuant to ICR 15 and 16, should be 
completed no later than fourteen (14) days prior to the pre-trial conference. Additionally, 
counsel for the parties shall have disclosed to each other, in writing, no later than fourteen (14) 
days prior to the pre-trial conference, the names and addresses of all witnesses the party intends 
to call at trial. This order does not apply to the State's rebuttal witnesses. 
5) FURTHER EVIDENCE DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS: In the event either 
party anticipates evidence at trial pursuant to Rules 404,405,406,410,412,608 and 609, such 
evidence must be disclosed so that pretrial motions regarding admissibility can be held before 
trial. Hearings on 404(b) evidence will generally require a proffer consisting of live testimony 
from the witness. The parties must also comply with the requirements set forth in ICR 16(b )(7) 
and 16( c )( 4) regarding expert witnesses. 
6) SANCTIONS: Failure to comply with this order will be grounds for imposition of 
sanctions that may include the following: costs incurred for subpoenas and witness travel 
expenses; exclusion of witnesses or evidence; jury costs; attorney's fees. 
7) PLEAS OF GUILTY: The following procedures will apply before the court will 
accept a plea: 
a. The defendant is required to complete, sign and file a Guilty Plea 
Advisory document form. 
b. If there is a plea agreement, the agreement will be written and signed by 
counsel for each party and by the defendant, and filed with the court; 
c. If the Defendant wishes to enter a plea of guilty, written notification of the 
same is to be filed with the court, signed by the defendant. Trial will not 
be vacated unless the written and signed notification of intent to plead 
guilty is filed prior to the trial date along with a waiver of speedy trial to 
ensure that if the plea of guilty is not entered or is not accepted a trial can 
be reset; 
d. A specific time may be scheduled by the Clerk for the change of plea 
hearing. Changes of plea will normally not be conducted during 
PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER 2 
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arraignment or at pre-trial conference. 
8) CONTINUANCES: A continuance of trial will not be granted by the court 
except upon written stipulation stating the good cause for vacating trial, signed by counsel for 
each party and by the defendant. The stipulation will be treated as a joint motion and may or 
may not be granted. If the continuance will result in delay of trial beyond the time frame for 
conducting speedy trial, the continuance will not be granted unless the defendant signs and files a 
written waiver of his/her right to speedy trial which acknowledges his right and which expressly 
waives the right. 
JONA AN P. BRODY 
District Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Pretrial Scheduling 
Order entered by the Court and on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice 
were served as follows on this date Friday, October 28, 2016. 
Private Counsel: 
Patricia Migliuri 
PO Box 528 
Twin Falls ID 83303-0528 
(t'Mailed 1_ Hand Delivered 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
PRETRIAL SCHEDULING ORDER 
(.Mailed _l__ Hand Delivered 




I I I ' -. : . 
POWER OF ATTORNEY VALID IF POSTED BY: 
May 15, 2017 
180WATER ST., NEWl'OAK, NY 10038 
POWER AMOUNT$ 26,000 POWER NO. S2 6 02566182 
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that Seneca Insurance Company, Inc., has constituted and appointed, and does hereby constitute and appoint the named Executing Agent its true and lawful Attorney-
in-Fact, with full power and authority to sign the company's name and affix its corporate seal to, and deliver on its behalf as surety, any and all obligations as herein provided, and the execution of such obligations 
in pursuance of these presents shall be as binding upon the company as fully and to all intents and purposes as if done by the regularly elected officers of said company at itstm. e office in their own proper 
person; and the said company hereby ratifies and confirms all and whatsoever its said Executing Agent may lawfully do and perform in the premises by virtue of these present . ''t_ 11 , , · ;J -, (' ~ 
.\U. -)l --
The obligation of the company shall not exceed the sum of TWENTY SIX THOUSAND DOLLARS 
The authority of the Executing Agent under this Power of Attorney is limited to appearance bonds only and cannot be construed to guarantee defendant's future lawful conduct, adherence to travel limitation, 
fines, restitution, payments or penalties, or any other condition imposed by a court not specifically related to court appearance of the defendant. This Power of Attorney is for use with Bail Bonds only 
and is void if altered, erased, or used with other powers of this company. It is not valid if used in connection with Federal Immigration Bonds or Civil Bonds. A separate Power of Attorney must be attached 
to each bond executed. STACKING OF POWERS IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED! No more than one power from this Surety may be used to execute any one bond. Powers of Attorney must not be returned 
to Executing Agent, but should remain a permanent part of the court records. 
ff BOND FORFEITS. attach a copy of thi.s Power ot \ttorne) to the forfeiture notice and mail to SENECA INSURANCE COMPANY. INC.,ATTN: BAIL BOND DEPT. 160 WATER ST.. 16TH FL. 
!'.EW YORK. NY 10038 and the Executing Agent named below at: P.O. BOX 46"9POC4Wfl.A ID 8-"'S 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Seneca Insurance Company, Inc. has caused these presents to be signed by its duly authorized Executing Agent and Attorney-in-Fact, proper for the purpose 
and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed this .}.ff day of & cb 2-,0 I /e . 
Appearance Date _ _,:l, .... '-,..,-'-~tc.._-_,_J__,7"-__ ·______ Time _________ _ 
 ________ CaserFo.rlb 8~~9 
Court ~ 






Original No. ______________ Amount$ _______________ _ 
Executing Agent 
License No. 
FOR STATE USE ONLY 
President NOT VALID IF USED IN FEDERAL COURT 
IT IS UNLAWFUL TO PRINT OR REPRODUCE THIS 
SENPOA121-0198 / Rev, 4-15 
COURT COPY 
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BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 
BAIL BOND RECEIPT/AR#: 30708 
BOND PAID BY: A-AFFORDABLE BAIL BONDS PHYSICAL ADDRESS: 
4609 Pocatello, ID 83205 
MAILING ADDRESS: P.O. Box 
Name of Person being bonded out: SCHIERMEIER, CHAD 
Charges against above person: 6 COUNTS MISUSE OF PUBLIC MONEY BY OFFICERWarrant 
2303 
#:CR16-
Amount of bond: $20,000.00 
HOW PAID: 0 OR'd 
D Other 
0 Cash 0 Check D Money Order 
BOND ACCEPTED BY: DATE ACCEPTED: 10/28/2016 









BAIL BOND DEPOSIT 
[gl Surety 
FILED 
OCT 3 1 2016 f! 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine Count , Idaho 
I the undersigned, tender herewith the sum of $20,000.00 Represented by 
D OR'd D Cash D Check D Money Order [gl Surety 
D Other the same to be used as bail bond for the above named defendant. 
In the event said defendant is found guilty of the charge for which this bond is 
posted, then this bond or so much thereof as is necessary, may be used to pay the fine imposed for such 
violation, but in the event said bond is exonerated, the same shall be repaid to: A-AFFORDABLE BAIL BONDS 
whose mailing address is: P.O. BOX 4609 POCATELLO, ID 83205. 
DATE TO APPEAR 1/3/17 SIGNATURE_·✓~~'L.·····'.J.;;M~!2::QZ~~=::::;;:::;~Sz~?--------­
ADVISEMENT OF CONDITIONAL RELEASE AND APPEARANCE DATE 
I understand that in the event I am released on bond or on my own recognizance and promise to appear that I 
will be required to appear in the Magistrate Court in Blaine County, Hailey, Idaho or at the following location: 
on the 3rd day of JANUARY, 2017 , at 09:00 a.m. (or 01:30 Oa.m./[glp.m.). 
~ TO MAINTAIN CONTACT WITH ATTORNEY AND/OR COURT FOR FUTURE APPEARANCE DATE. 
I also understand that in the event that I fail to appear at the aforementioned time, my bail can be forfeited 
and I can be re-arrested and charged with the offense of Bail Jumping, as that offense is defined by I.C. 18-
7401: 
A person set at liberty by Court Order with or without bail, upon condition that he will 
subsequently appear at a specific time and place, commits a misdemeanor if, without lawful 
excuse, he fails to appear at that time and place. The offense constitutes a felony where the 
required appearance was to answer to a charge, and the charge of felony, or for disposition of 
any such charge, and the actor took flight or went into hiding to avoid apprehension, trial or 
punishment. This section does not apply to obligations to appear incident to release under 
suspended sentence or on probation or parole. 
WITNESS: 1:J~ .:L;,l 2-6 Cf._ SIGNATURE: ----1:::::::::::=:::::::==========-
DATE: 10/28/2016 TIME: 4:02 PM Hours 
I HEREBY ORDER that the release of all persons arrested in Blaine County is conditioned upon the proper 
execution of the above acknowledgment and appearance at all hearings scheduled in this matter. 
DATED APPROVED: December 1, 2014 Signature on file 




W AFFORDABLE BAIL BONDS 
Karl Rulon Evans 
P.O. Box 4609 
Pocatello, Idaho 83205-4609 
1-866-554-2245 
SENECA 
INSURANCE COMPANY INC. 
BAIL USA 
157 Main Street 
Greenville PA. 10625 
1-724-588-2245 
I.C.R. 46(f) For Notice of Forfeiture 
IN THE_c--S ..... ~_DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO 
vs. COUNTY OF ~ 
Know All Men By These Present: That we~ J~ ~ as Principal and 
SENECA INSURANCE COMPANY, as Surety (Identified by attached Power of Attorney No. 
S26 02566182 ), are held and firmly bound unto the Governor of the State of Idaho, and his 
successors, the abo:~ Principal an1 the said SENECA INSURANCE COMP ANY, Surety, in the sum 
of 7 ~~~ - Dollars .,..e[ Cents for the payment whereof well and truly to be 
mad; webindurselves, our heirs, executors and administratbrs, successors and assigns, jointly and severally, and firmly 
by these present.The condition of this bond is that the above named Defendant, shall personally appear in the above 
named court on __s;,c,__,_L-_ _ ~----:=----,r----==~-----:t-----'20 / 7 ,at - o'clock, - M.to answer to the 
charge ofao.~~..t...£,,~J1C.....Q,~~::...a'.L.J'.L...~'.....d£:Z.~~!::::::::::__ __ ~and to do and receive what shall be by said 
Court then and there enjoine pon him, and shall not depart Idaho or the said Court without leave then this obligation 
shall be void else to remain in full force and virtue. Surety consents to continueance of bond until plea of guilty. Plea of 
nolo contendere, or conviction, but does not consent to continuance until sentencing. 
THIS BOND VOID ONE YEAR 
AFTER DATE OF ISSUANCE 
SIGNED THIS DATE: 




THIS APPEARANCE BOND NOT VALID UNLESS ACCOMPANIED BY AN INDIVIDUAL NUMBERED 
POWER OF ATTORNEY PROPERLY EXECUTED 
This bond not valid if more than one (1) power of Attorney has been attached 
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11-01-' 16 14:32 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson Ill 
208-735-4800 T-998 P0001/0004 F-064 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Fax: (208) 735-4800 
ISB# 7759, #4167 
Email: nmr@twinfallslegal.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




) Case No. CR2016-3203 
) 
) 







PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned, pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho 
Criminal Rules, requests discovery and inspection of the following information) evidence and 
materials; 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - Page 1 
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• 11-01-' 16 14:32 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-996 P0002/0004 F-064 
I. Statements made by defendant: That opposing attorney pennits the defendant or 
defendant's attorney to inspect and copy or photograph; any relevant written or recorded 
statements made by the defendant, or copies thereof, within the possession, custody or control of 
the State, the existence of which is known by the exercise of due diligence; and also the 
substance of any relevant, oral statement made by the defendant whether before or after arrest to 
a peace officer, opposing attorney or his agents. 
2. Statements made by co-defendant: That the opposing attorney permit the defendant or 
defendant's attorney to inspect and copy or photograph any written or recorded statements of a 
co-defendant; and the substance of any relevant oral statement made by a co-defendant whether 
before or after arrest in response to interrogation by any person known by the co-defendant to be 
a peace officer or agent of the opposing attorney. 
3. Defendant's prior record: That the opposing attorney fwnishes the defendant or the 
defendant's attorney such copy of his prior criminal record, if any as is now or may become 
available to the opposing attorney. 
4. Documents and tangible objects: That the opposing anomey permit the defendant or 
the defendant's attorney to inspect and copy or photograph books, papers, documents, 
photographs, tangible objects, building, or places, or copies or portions thereof, which are in the 
possession, custody or control of the opposing attorney as evidence at trial, or obtained from or 
belonging to the defendant. 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: That the opposing attorney permit the defendant or 
the defendant's attorney to inspect and copy or photograph any result or reports of physical or 
mental examinations, and of scientific tests or experiments, made in connection with this 
particular case, or copies thereof, within the possession, custody or control of the opposing 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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'- 208-735-4800 T-996 P0003/0004 F-064 
attorney, the existence of which is known or is available to the opposing attorney by the exercise 
of due diligence. 
6. Witness/persons having knowledge of relevant facts: That the opposing attorney 
furnish the defendant or the defendant's attorney a written list of the names and addresses of all 
persons having knowledge of relevant facts and may be called by the State as witnesses at the 
trial, together with any record of prior felony convictions of any such person which is within the 
knowledge of the opposing attorney, and that the opposing attorney also furnish to the defendant 
or defendant's attorney the statements made by the prosecution witnesses or prospective 
prosecution witnesses to the opposing attorney or his agents or to any official involved in the 
investigatory process of this case unless a protective order is issued as provided in Rule l 6(k). 
7. Police Reports: That the opposing attorney fumish the defendant or the defendant's 
attorney reports and memorandums in his possession which were made by a police officer or 
investigator in connection with the investigation or prosecution of this case. 
8. Material or information tending to negate guilt: That the opposing attorney disclose 
to the defense counsel any material or infonnation within his possession or control, or which 
thereafter comes into his possession or control which tends to negate the guilt of the accused as 
to the offense charged or which would tend to reduce the punishment therefore. Such 
infonnation includes material and infonnation in the possession or control of members of the 
opposing attorney's staff or any others who have participated in the investigation or evaluation of 
the case or who either regularly report, or with reference to this particular case have reported, to 
the office of the opposing attorney. 
9. That the opposing attorney inform the Defendant's attorney of any evidence or 
information which may subsequently come to the attention of the opposing attorney which, if it 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - Page 3 
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were known now, would be subject to this Request for Discovery, and that the opposing attorney 
pennit inspection and copying or photographing of the same whenever such additional 
information comes to his attention. 
The undersigned further requests permission to inspect and copy said information, 
evidence and materials within fourteen (14) days of this request, at the office of the above-named 
attomey for the defendant, or at such other place and time as agreed by counsel. 
DATED this 1st day ofNovember, 2016. 
Patricia Migliuri 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
' 
I hereby certify that on the 1st day of November, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Jim J. Thomas 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - Page 4 
By: 
X 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Patricia Migliuri 
Attorney at Law 
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Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-015 P0001/0003 F-094 
FILEDA'.M. V P.M. 
NOV - 8 20i6 
Jofyr,n Dmgo, 
Court A!af,;e 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016~3203 
MOTION TO MODIFY BOND 
CONDITIONS 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER. by and through his attorney of 
record, J.O. Nicholson III of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), and brings this Motion to Modify Bond Conditions pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 46 
and other applicable rules and statutes. 
Chad requests that his bond conditions be modified to allow him to travel between Idaho 
and Ohio, where his significant other, Rachelle Schwall. resides and works. Chad and Rachelle 
MOTION TO MODIFY BOND CONDITIONS - l 
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have a farm in Ohio where Chad and Rachelle live and work to raise livestock and crops. The 
amount of work necessary to maintain the farm is extensive, and Chad would like to be allowed 
to travel to Ohio so that he is able to work during the main labor season (December through 
April). 
Chad would only be in one of these two states at any given time, and in the event that his 
flight lands in any other state for connecting flights, Chad would not leave the airport terminal. 
Chad has already relinquished his passport and will not be able to travel outside of the United 
States. Chad would maintain weekly contact with NMR Law and provide all travel details prior 
to any scheduled trips, including all contact information, such as phone nurnbers and addresses, 
of his location in either Idaho or Ohio, which will also be provided to the Court. 
Chad will continue to seek employrnent in Ohio and Idaho in the recreational field and/or 
other employment that he is able to procure and will keep NMR LAW notified of any 
employment opportunities and/or employment. Under no circumstances is Chad to be employed 
outside of Idaho or Ohio. 
Additionally, Chad will make all court appearances, in person, that are required by the 
court. 
WHEREFORE; based on the above facts and circumstances, the Defendant respectfully 
requests that his bond conditions be modified accordingly. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED th~y of November. 2016. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ. PLLC 
MOTION TO MODIFY BOND CONDITIONS - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 8th day of November, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 JS1 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
MOTION TO MODIFY BOND CONDITIONS - 3 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
X Fax: (208) 788-5554 
J.O~ 
Attorney at Law 
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J.O. Nicholson III 
Anja Rodriguez 
NMRLAW 
(NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




) Case No. CR 2016-3203 
) 
) 






PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on Monday, Noveniber-21, at the hour of 1:15 p.m. or 
as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard in this Court, the hearing on Defendant's Motion to 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page l 
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Modify Bond Conditions will be held telephonically, before Hon. Jonathan P. Brody at the 
Minidoka County Courthouse, 8th & G Street, Rupert, Idaho. 
DATED this 9th day of November, 2016. 
NMRLAW 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 9th day of November, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
By: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting ~~ 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
76 of 684
11-15-' 16 14: 30 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson Ill 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-027 P0002/0005 F-118 
FILED~~,...,........-
Nov 1 s 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STA TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPTS 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorney of 
record, J.O. Nicholson III of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIORI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), and brings this Motion for Preparation of Grand Jury Transcripts pursuant to Idaho 
Criminal Rule 6.3 (b and c) and other applicable rules and statutes. Defendant moves the Court 
for an order requiring the reporter(s) of the Grand Jury hearings, both the impanelment and the 
Grand Jury proceedings, held in the above-entitled case to prepare a transcript of said hearing(s). 
MOTION FOR PREFARATION OF GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPTS - I 
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This motion is made and based upon the records, files. and pleadings in the above-
entitled action and for the following reasons: 
1. That Defendant is entitled to Grand Jury transcripts pursuant to the above-cited 
rule; 
2. The Grand Jury transcripts are necessary to aid the counsel in adequate motion 
and trial preparation, and for purposes of hearings as provided for in Idaho Code§§ 2-213, 19-
1001 to 1009, 19-1107, and 19-1601 to 19-1605. 
3. Due to Defendant's indigence, the transcripts should be prepared at county 
expense. 
Oral argument is requested. 
DATED this ~ay of November, 2016. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
J.O.~ 
Attor 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~ay of November, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
· Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South. Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
AND DEMAND FOR ALIBI 
TO: THE DEFENDANT AND HIS ATTORNEY OF RECORD 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16, requests for discovery 
and inspection the following information, evidence and materials: 
1 . All books, papers, documents, photographs, tangible objects or copies or 
portions thereof, which are within the possession, custody or control of the defendant, 
and which the defendant intends to introduce in evidence at trial. 
2. All results or reports of physical or mental examinations and of scientific 
tests or experiments made in connection with this particular case, or copies thereof, within 
the possession or control of the defendant, which the defendant intends to introduce in 
evidence at trial, or which were prepared by a witness whom the defendant intends to call 
at trial. 
3. The names and addresses of all witnesses the defendant intends to call at 
trial. 
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DEMAND FOR ALIBI 
Furthermore, Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 12.1 and 
Idaho Code§ 19-519, requests a written notice of intention to offer an alibi defense. Such 
notice shall state the specific place or places at which the defendant claims to have been 
at the time of the alleged offenses and the names and addresses of the witnesses upon 
whom the defendant intends to rely to establish such alibi. 
DATED this i "+ day of November, 2016. 
~«:~ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
cy"---
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / 2 day of November, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.O. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
228 4th Avenue North 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
✓Overnight Mail/ Ad I:~ 
_ Telecopy 
J~etary 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILED~-M /'JI >7 
NOV 1 7 2016 
Jolynn Dr•, Cl6rk Dl«rlct 
Court l!Yalne Coun , ll!leho 
I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of ldatio, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits its response 
to defendant's request for discovery. 
Pursuant to the State's discovery obligations under Idaho Criminal Rule 16(a), the 
State is unaware of any evidence that is exculpatory upon its face relating to the offenses 
charged other than that which may be included in the enclosed reports or statements. 
With regard to evidence that is not exculpatory upon its face, the State requests that the 
defendant submit, in writing, the defense to be asserted in this case, so that the State 
may review its file to determine if any facts, evidence or witnesses may be material to the 
preparation of that defense. 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): 
1. Statements of the defendant: 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY-Page 1 
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• See enclosed police reports, witness statements and other documents. 
2. Statements of the co-defendant: N/A. 
3. Defendant's prior record: See enclosed criminal history. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• All items of evidence referenced in enclosed police reports including but not 
limited to the following: 
• Indictment Redacted 
• Fingerprint card 
• Inventory reports Sweesy 
• ISP Initial Investigation Report 
• ISP Operations Plan 
• ISP Supplemental Police Reports #1 through #19 
• List of items purchased using PAL funds 
• Receipts Storage Unit 
• Termination Letter 
• Item 3, Documents number 29 through 35 
• By-Laws 
• Certificates for PAL/DARE 1994-2015 
• Grand Jury Exhibit, Documents number 38 through 72 
• Expenditures 
• Pioneer Federal Credit Union Acct #1799 and 9874 
• Presentation 1 Color Coded Newest Power Point 
• Presentation 2 Separate Deposits and Withdrawals 
• US Bank PALS account #8338 
• Wells Fargo Joint account #4998 
• Wells Fargo 
• Mortgage documents 
• Linda Czemerys curriculum vitae 
• Audio interview 1, Schiermeier by Carpita, Item 1 
• Audio interview 2, Item 1 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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• Mug shots 
• Photos running shoes 
• Photo Schiermeier by lake 
• Photo Schiermeier hunting 
• Photo binoculars 
• Search Warrant pre and post-video 
• Search Warrant photos 
• Photographs Exhibit 7 from SW 
• Photographs Exhibit 21 from SW 
• Photos Schiermeier receipts SW 
• Personnel/Payroll documents 
• Misappropriated Funds 
• Search Warrant Affidavit Schiermeier 
• Search Warrant Schiermeier 
• Search Warrant Affidavit tracker device 
• Search Warrant tracker device 
• Search Warrant Return Addendum 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. State's witnesses: 
• Trooper Julie Donahue, ISP 
• Detective Tyler Barrett, ISP 
• Detective Jerod Sweesy, ISP 
• Trooper Steve Acheson, ISP 
• Lt. Bryan Carpita, BCSO 
• Sheriff Gene Ramsey, BCSO 
• Asst. Chief Curtis Miller, BCSO 
• Linda Czemerys 
• Detective Kristen Quinton, BCSO 
• Records Custodian US Bank, Beth Landis 
• Records Custodian Wells Fargo 
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6b. Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness statements 
and other documents. 
7. Police reports: 
• See enclosed police reports and other documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby objects to any request for discovery by the 
defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for by 
Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the right 
to supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this response to request for discovery, the State has served upon the defendant 
herewith, consecutive pages numbered 0001 through 2232. Defendant is advised to 
immediately contact this office if any of said pages are missing. 
DATED this I + day of November, 2016. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / 1 day of November, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.O. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
228 4th Avenue North 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ic'Cvernight Mail/ ~d E;< 
_ Telecopy 
~etary 
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COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-3203 BLAINE COUNTY CASE 
STATE OF IDAHO V SCHIERMEIER 
Hearing type: MOTION TO MODIFY BOND CONDITIONS 
Hearing date: 11/21/16 
Time: 1: 22 PX 
Judge: Jonathan Brody 
Courtroom: Minidoka Counq District Courtroom-1 
Court reporter: electronically recorded by agreement of parties 
Minutes Clerk: Janet Sunderland 
Tape Number. saved to seiver 
State: Attorney-Matt Fredback 
Defendant: Attorney- Jon Nicholson 
Defendant is present by phone, 
Court calls case, inquires of state re: motion - Mr. Fredback has objection to motion to 
modify bond conditions 
1:23 p.m. Mr. Nicholson makes argument in support of motion, cites considerations, 
defendant has submitted to state' police via his office, his passport, has also been in 
constant contact with his office, defendant is working in both Idaho and Ohio and has job 
interviews in both states, no previous record, would be appropriate to travel between 
Idaho and Ohio with conditions to not leave airport in any connecting states 
1:25 p.m. Mr. Fredback makes argument in opposition to motion, cites considerations, 
factors mitigating a high bond are Jost if defendant moves to Ohio, continues requ.est for 
high bond 
Mr. Nicholson rebuttal argument, defendant would be willing to waive any form of 
extradition, no reason. to believe would not stay in st.ate of Ohio or state of Idaho, has family 
in Idaho 
1:27 p.m. Court comments, inquires ff defendant waived extradition already 
1 
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Mr. Nicholson responds, not sure if have already but would be willing 
Mr. Fredback cites to Court's order that did require defendant sign waiver of extradition 
Mr. Nicholson can generate a waiver of extradition 
Court inquires of state if position changes with surrender of passport and waiver 
Mr. Fredback states that it does not change his position. understanding that passport was 
already turned over to State Police 
Mr. Nicholson explains that State police do have defendant's passport 
Court comments. will continue this matter and will require that both passport and waiver 
be completed and that the bondsman be contacted re: their position on this motion, suggest 
set next week at 1:15 p.m., if want to set tomorrow would not have court reporter - counsel 
both agree with waiving court reporter - Court sets tomorrow at 1:30 p.m. by phone 
1:33 p.m. Court takes up motion/order for preparation of transcript and at county 
expense, inquires why county expense 
Mr. Nicholson responds 
Mr. Fredback responds, if asking for county to pay for transcript would like to see showing 
of indigency 
Court will also address issue of indigency tomorrow and would ask for a brief affidavit 
showing from defendant 
Mr. Nicholson comments and not sure of amount may be looking at for transcript - Mr. 
Fredback responds, may just have to get with court reporter for estimate 
Court comments, if no funds available and talking about expensive transcript then will go 
from there 
Mr. Nicholson understand court's concerns and will try to get that information for 
tomorrow as well as information for bond conditions. 
Counsels nothing further 




CR-2016-3203 BLAINE COUNTY CASE 
STATE OF IDAHO V SCHIERMEIER 
Hearing type: MOTION TO MODIFY BOND CONDITIONS 
Hearing date: 11/22/16 
Time: 1: 34 P.M. 
Judge: Jonathan Brody 
Courtroom: Minidoka County Disbict Courtroom-1 
Court reporter: Electronically recorded by agreement of parties 
Minutes Oerlc Janet Sunderland 
Tape Number: saved to server 
State: Attorney- Matt Fredback by TCC 
Defendant: Attorney - Jon Nicholson by TCC 
Court calls case, reviews hearing held on 1-21 re: motion to modify conditions of bond, 
have received waiver of extradition 
Mr. Fredback has received 
Mr. Nicholson explains have spoken with bondsman who indicated that he could tell court 
that he has no problem allowing defendant to travel to Ohio form Idaho and back , 
Mr. Fredback has no further argument, no change in position from yesterday's hearing 
1:36 p.m. Court comments, will grant motion to modify conditions, will put tight 
restrictions on that and instructs Mr. Nicholson to prepare order with all conditions in 
listed in motion: stay in places designated and travel back for all hearings at own expense 
and hope defendant understands consequences if he doesn't make back for all hearings, 
have to provide all travel details to defense counsel and then counsel must indicate to state 
that has them, indicates reasons for granting motion is that primary purpose of bond is to 
insure appearance and there are enough ties locally and with current posted bond to insure 
that, continues comments, do not think poses a general risk to society, continues 
1 
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comments, make clear to defendant risks of attempting to flee, Mr. Nicholson to prepare 
order 
1:41 p.m. Court inquires re: status of case and 12b motions as well as indigency issue 
Mr. Nicholson responds, have spoken with defendant re: income and will inquire further, 
inquires further of state re: estimate of transcript, have not had chance to review any 
evidence or grand jui:y transcript at this point so not ready to address pretrial motions 
Mr. Fredback has no objection to extending 12b deadlines, re: transcript and indigency 
issue is appropriate before order preparation at county expense and would like 
opporturuty to review 
Mr. Nicholson responds, if able to determine indigency will submit to Court and state, 
would like estimate/determination of transcript cost to discuss with counsel 
Court responds, need to inquires of reporter who did grand jury 
Mr. Fredback will check with court reporter and get with Mr. Nicholson 
Court comments, need showing before county is on hook for expense 
Mr. Nicholson will ·submit order to Mr. Fredback prior to submission to court 
1:45 p.m. recess 
2 
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NICHOLSON MIOLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4t~ Avenue North 
P.O. Box.S28 
!wl>1 Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
ielephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorn.eys for Defcn.dant 
208-735-4800 T-043 P0002/0004 F-148 
lN nm DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF lDAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNT)' OF BLAINE 
$**'r-~,i.••····· 
TIIE ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
) 
) Case No. CR 2016-3203 
) 
) ORDER MODIFYING ORDKR 







Foneasons stated oit the record during the 11./21/1~ and 11/22/16 telephonic heario.g, IT 
IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 
1. Bail shall remain at $20,000.00; 
2. When the Defe\\dant is in the State of Idaho he sba.U rcaide at the house on Bve1green 
Sueet fn Twln Falls, Idaho owned by the Defendant's Mother; 
OR.Oel\ MOOCFYrNO OROeJ\ tt!OUCING SONO • , 
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3. The Defendanf s passport shall remain jn the possession oflhe Idaho State Pol.ice 
until fm1her order of the court; 
4. U11der no circ\1mstances is the Defendant to leave the United State~ of America; 
S. The Defendant's waiver of extradition shall remain. in full force and effect; 
6. Tbe Defendant shall be allowed fO travel between the State of'Idano and the State of 
Ohio. The Defendant shall only teside in the State ofldabo or the State of Ohio; 
7. While the Defendant is in the State of Obie he shall reside with his significant other, 
Rachelle Schwall at her resid~ce; 
8. In the event that the Detendant's travels between Ohio or Idaho require connector 
flights in a different state, the Defendant shall not leave the aiq,ort terminal of that 
different state; 
9. The Def endcU1.t shall maintain weekly contact with NMR LAW; 
10. The Defendant shall provide all travel details prior to any seh.eduled tdps, including 
all contact information, phone numbers and addresses of his location in either Idaho 
or Ohio. This infonnation shall be provided to NMR LAW. NMR LAW shall 
provide thi.11 in.formation to the p1-osec,1tor; 
11. The Defendant shall continue to seek empl.oym.cnt in Ohio or Idaho and will 
immediately n.otify NMR LAW of his cn'lJ)loyment status. Tb.is iTJ.fo.tmation shall be 
provided to tho prosecutor. Under. no oi(cumstances {s the Defendant to be employed 
outside of.Idaho or Ohio; 
. 01\0BR MODIFYINO ORDER R.BOUCINO BONO· 2 
92 of 684
11-22-'16 16:41 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-043 P0004/0004 F-148 
12. The Defe11da1lt will n.,akc all COlll't appearances in persco as the court requires. All 
CO\ll't appearances shall be at the Defendant's expense, 
BY ORO.~ OF THE COURT: 
· .;J?l. day of November, 2016. 
JONA ON BRODY 
DlSTRTCT JUDGE 
Approved as to Conn and content: 
Matt Fredba't--r, 
'1J~~ ----
J.0. Nicholson JJl: 
-~-
CER.TIFICATE OF SER.yJC8 
1 bereby cer.tify that on. the Z 2--day of November, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
forcgoin.g was served upon.: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine COL\nty Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83l33 
:s-. o. N \ t..hC>\'SC.r\-:r:L 
By: 
j o ~@jw 'n\"'-\ \~ ujC\ \ .c °"""' 
ORDER MODIFYING OlWER R.SPUCl~O BONO· 3 
U.S. Mail. Postage Pcepaid 
Fa.~: (208) 788-S5S4 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 
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1 CEC 1 3 2016 
Chad Schiermeier 
PO Box 488 







Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
Defendant. ) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Status 
Judge: 
Tuesday, January 17, 2017 01:30 PM 
Jonathan P. Brody 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Tuesday, 
December 13, 2016. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 





PO Box 528 
Chad Schiermeier 
Twin Falls ID 83303-0528 
Mailed Hand Delivered -- --
£Mailed f Hand Delivered --
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
,lMailed_i_ Hand Delivered __ 
Dated: Tuesday, December 13, 2016 
Jolynn Drage 
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Patricia Migliori 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-135 P0002/0005 F-284 
DEC 3 0 2016 
Jolynn Drage, Cieri( District 
-. .... C..... ouf1§!f!llie COJifl!lf l~tia 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
MOTION TO EXTEND 12(B) 
MOTION TIMELINES 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorney of 
record, J.O. Nicholson III of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), and brings this Motion to extend the deadlines for motions pursuant to Idaho Criminal 
Rule 12( e) and other applicable rules and statutes. 
This motion is made and based upon the records, files, and pleadings in the above-
entitled action and for the following reasons: 
MOTTON TO EXTEND 12(B) MOTION TIMELINES - 1 
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I. That Defendant is entitled to Grand Jury transcripts and such transcripts have 
been requested but not yet received by Defendant. 
2. The Grand Jury transcripts are necessary to aid the counsel in adequate motion 
and trial preparation, and for purposes of hearings as provided for in Idaho Code §§ 2-213, 19-
1001 to 1009, 19fl1107, and 19-1601 to 19-1605. 
The state previously indicated it has no objection to the extension of deadlines. 
DATED this ~ay of December, 2016. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRJGUEZ, PLLC 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of December, 2016, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 20 I 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
>(_. Fax: (208) 788-5554 
J.~ 
Attomey at Law 
MOTION TO EXTEND 12(8) MOTION TlMELINES-2 
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Patricia Mlgliuri 
J.O. Nicholson m 
; Fl[Eo ~-iG4,d:J--
NICHOLSON MIOLIURI R.ODR.IOUEZ. PLLC 
228 4* Avcnuo North 
P.0.Box528 
Twin F~ Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-S663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THB DISTRICT COURT OF mE FIFTH ruDJCIALDISTRICl' OF THE 
STATBOF IDAHO, JN AND FOR mE COUNTY OF BLAJNB 
••••••••••••• 
) 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) CaacNo. CR.2016-3203 
) 
JM/ -3 20,r:,. 
} ORDER ALLOWING IXTINSION 
.·~. 
CHAD R. SCHIBRMEIER, 
Dofmdant. 







TiilS MA'ITBR having come before the Court on application of Defmdan1 for an 
exumion of tbc·l2(b) Motiondoadlint$,, and 00OD CAUSE &ppealUlg theretbm; . 
ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that1bctimclines for 12(b) M01ions be extalded. 
DATED this J:tif day of .. l)c #,,11 k,. 201.L. 
~•~! 
OllDBllALLOWING BXT!NnON 0712(8) MOTION 11MBL1NBS - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVIC~ 
I baeby ccnify that on the /6_ day~ Y\ · , 201'1;i. uue...i- COP!' 
of the foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st Avenue Sou.th, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
J.O. Nicholson III 
228 4c1a Avenue North 
P.O.BOX528 
Twin Falls. ID 83303-0528 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: {208) 788-5554 
... x - .frY\CJt // 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 735-4800 
,.6. ~a, { 
CLERK OF THE COURT: 
ORDER ALLOWING BXTENTlON OF 1203) MOTION TlMELINES -2 
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. 01-10-' 17 12:51 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-145 P0001/0004 F-302 
JAN 1 O 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, fN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
MOTION TO APPEAR 
TELEPHONICALLY AT STATUS 
CONFERENCE 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorney of 
record, J.O. Nicholson III of the finn NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR 
LAW), and moves this Court to allow Defendant and counsel for Defendant to appear by 
telephone at the status conference scheduled for Tuesday, January 17, 2017, at 1:30 p.m. before 
MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY AT STATUS CONFERENCE - I 
99 of 684
·, 
01-10-' 17 12: 51 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-145 P0002/0004 F-302 
the Honorable Jonathon Brody. Counsel for Defendant has communicated with the Prosecutor 
and the Prosecutor has no objection to appearance telephonically. 
DATED this {Qfh day of January, 2017. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
a J. o son III, ::=w 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the Jci:L.,_ day of January, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
:X,, Fax: (208) 788-5554 
J.0~-------
At:~~~It 
MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALL Y AT STATUS CONFERENCE - 2 
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01-10-' 17 12:51 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-145 P0000/0004 F-302 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
COMES NOW the Court, having reviewed the Defendant's Motion to Appear 
Telephonically, and good cause set forth therein, 
ORDBR. GRANTING MOTION TO APPBAR TELBPHONICALLY - 1 
101 of 684
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant's Motion to Appear Telephonically at the 
Status Conference scheduled for Tuesday, January 17, 2017, at 1 :30 p.m .• is hereby GRANTED. 
':1' 
DATED this£ day of January. 2017. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~Y of January, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Frcdback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Anomey 
219 1st Avenue South. Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
J.O. Nicholson III 
228 4lh Avenue North 
P.O.BOX528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
By: 
.,,, U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
-✓- Fax: (208)788-5554 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
V' Fax: (208) 7354800 --
CLERK OF THE COURT: 
ORDER. GR.ANTING MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY - 2 
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01-13-' 17 11 : 29 FROM- f'IIIR, PLLC. 
Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attomeys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-181 P0002/0003 F-325 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
ORDER FOR PREPARATION OF 
GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPTS 
THIS MA TIER having come before the Court on application of Defendant for 
preparation of the grand jury transcript, and GOOD CAUSE appearing therefore; 
ORDER FOR.PREPARATION OF GRAND RJRY TRANSCRlP'fS - I 
103 of 684
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a typewritten transcript of the Grand Jury impanelment 
and proceedings in the above-entitled matter, be prepared as soon as possible at defendant's 
expense. 
,('-
DATED this j.1_ day of January. 2017. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the J2 day of January, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine Cotmty Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
2191st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
J.O. Nicholson III 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O.BOX528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
✓' Fax: (208) 788-5554 
--✓L- U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
.T Fax: (208) 735-4800 
CLERK OF THE COURT: 





IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Status 
Hearing date: 1/17/2017 
Time: 1:30 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: ANDREA 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Jon Nicholson 
Prosecutor: Matthew Fredback 
Court introduces case, Mr. Nicholson appearing on Def.'s behalf via telephone. 
Defendant is not present. State represented by Mr. Fredback. 
Court reviews file; matter is set for status hearing. Court previously signed 
order the Def. did not have to appear in person at this hearing. 
Mr. Nicholson gives status of the case. He recently sent Ms. Israel a check for 
payment of the grand jury transcript. His client is willing to waive his speedy 
trial time. He will need time to review transcript. The time for motions has 
~lready been extended. 
State previously stipulated to extend 12b motions; it has taken longer than 
anticipated to get grand jury transcript. State has no objection to continuing the 
trial. 
COURT MINUTES 1 
105 of 684
Court hasn't heard a motion to continue trial yet, will leave trial as set for now. 
Court questions if that will be a problem for the State. 
State would like to know today if the trial is going to be continued; has witnesses 
subpoenaed, some are out of State. 
Court will not move the trial today. Court will require written motion to 
continue and waiver of speedy trial filed by Mr. Nicholson. Court will review 
motion and perhaps set it for a status hearing before the scheduled pre-trial. 
Mr. Nicholson requests to appear telephonically at status hearing if one is set 
Court will allow telephonic appearance. 
1.44 Recess 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURJ RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.0.Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303"0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-174 P0002/0010 F-351 
FILED ~t:12. 53:-
JAN 2 4 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




) Case No. CR 2016-3203 
) 
) 







COMES NOW, Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorney of 
record, J.O. Nicholson III of the law fir.tn NMR LAW (NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, 
MOTION TO CONTINUE Page 1 
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PLLC) and pursuant to I.C.R. 12 hereby brings this Motion to Continue the pre-trial conference 
that is currently set for Tuesday, February 7, 2017 at 1 :00 p.m., and the trial that is currently set 
for Wednesday, Febmary 22, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. This Motion is made on the fact that the 
Defendant's attorney, J.O. Nicholson III has not yet received the Grand Jury transcript, and is still 
in the process of reviewing discovery in this case. J.O. Nicholson III's office contacted the 
prosecuting attorney in this matter, Matt Fredback. and were told that the prosecution does not 
object in continuing both the Pre-Trial Conference and the trial. 
Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER respectfully requests that the hearing be continued 
to a date that is convenient for the CoU11, counsel, and the parties. Please see Defendant's 
Unavailable Dates for Trial filed contemporaneously herewith. 
DATED this ~ay of January, 2017. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of January, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 l51 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
MOTION TO CONTINUE 
By: 
U.S. Mail; Postage Prepaid 
~ Fax: (208) 736w4120 
Page2 
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Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURJ RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
(NMRLAW) 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O.Box528 
Twin Falls. Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 




Attomeys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 T-178 POOOS/0010 F-351 
FILED ~ .. ~:_,_f .-..l -
JAN 2 4 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court '?!_~ine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO~ 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














Case No. CR 2016-3203 
UNAVAILABLE DATES FOR 
TRIAL 
COMES NOW, Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, by and through his attorneys of 
record, J.O. Nicholson Ill and Patricia Migliuri of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI 
RODRIGUEZ, PLLC (NMR LAW). and hereby submits the following unavailable dates for 
trial: 
UNAVAILABLE DATES FOR TRIAL - Page 1 
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01-24-'17 12:23 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
--
v 
February 2017: Unavailable 
March 2017: Unavailable 
April 2017: Unavailable 
May2017: 15-19 
June 2017: Unavailable 
July2017: 3-7 
August 2017; 14-18, 28-31 
September 2017: Unavailable 
October 2017: 16-20 
November 2017: 6-30 
December2017: 18-29 
January 2018: 2-19 
DATED this 2 ttl-\tiay of January, 2017. 
208-735-4800 T-176 P0010/0010 F-351 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
rney at Law 
e.f-ri-, --~ 
Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 1..Yf'l day of January, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South. Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
UNAVAILABLE DATES FOR TRIAL - Page 2 
By: 
U .s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
I}('. Fax: (208) 788"5554 
'\ 
J.O~ 
Attorney at Law 
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Patricia Migliuri 
J.O, Niohotaon m 
NICHOLSON MIOLIURl RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
228 4111 AvenUI!, Nonh 
P.O. BDX 528 
Twin Palls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: {208) 734-S663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
Fl LED ~:~:·-+---
JAN 2 4 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Cowt Blaine COf!nlY, Idaho 
IN THB DISTRICT COURT OF THB FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THB 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAIN~ 
THE STATB OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS, 
CHAD R. SCHIBRMBIER, 
Defendant. 
1!11!11111(1 ilcll' l(l 1f11J11tnfu(nlc 
) 
) Case No. Cl\ 201 e5 .. 3203 
) 
) 








I, THE UNDBRSIGNBD DEFENDANT, hereby authorize my attorney, J .o. Nicholson 
rII, cf the law finn NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODIUGUBZ, .PLLC, to waive my speedy trifll 
ri8h,ta and consent to continue !n the ahovB-entitled aotion. Blaine County cue CRM2016--32O3. 
WAIVBR. OP SPEEDY TRIAL~ flqo 1 
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LU1/-J:an-L4 IJ1:L4 ~M H1chl:and lrus;t • LOOK Ho:ad 41Y·/~b-1//!:> 
"' iJ. 
I havo no w~y been coerced or forcod into waiving Gelid ap~dy tdAl rightti nor hnvc flllY 
promises been made to ma in ooncideration :for such waiver, and I do not feel that I will be 
prejudiced if' this w~rc:1 to QCCUr, 
DATED this _ij_ day of January! 2017 
STATBOF OhjQ 




On this t!J '111-.. day of ::rc:..nlla. n1 1 2011, betbre me, a Notary Public in and fbr 
3et.id Count)' Md Stete, personally Qppoarod 'cHAD R. SCHIERMBIER, known or !dcntHled to 
me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instn.unent and aoknowledsed to me 
that he executed the same. 
iqotM}'Publio or J~Jo;~ 
Reeidenoo: .ro~.o~ .....i~d--W---Q.-b,-, a-:-:-:-: -:: 
Commis$ion Bxpire11: J:lglJ.,~~l 
Based upon the above authorization the undersigned, ae 1iouneel for the above~named 
defendant, does hereby waive speedy trial rights end consent to continue in this case. 
DATED thls'l.'.Ythday of January, 20 I 7, 
WAIVBR OP SPBBDY TRIAL - Pav;e 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hl!!.t'eby certify that on tbe~day of Ja.nuat)I, 20171 e. true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredbaok 
Blaine County Deputy ProAecuting 
Attorney 
219 111 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
W AIVBR OP SPIJJ!DY TR.tA.L- Pago 3 
By: 
U,S. Mail, Posta.so Prepaid 
:: '.S'(: Pax~ (208) 736 .. 4120 
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Patricia Migliuri 
J.O. Nicholson III 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIOUFZ, PLLC 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-S663 




Attorneys for Defendant 
208-735-4800 '-' T-176 P0004/0010 F-351 
IN TIIE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIF'IH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 














THIS MATTBR. having come before the Court by Defendant,s Motion to Continue and 
there being no objection, IT IS HEREBY ORD.BRED as follows: 
ORDER TO CO'NTlNUB- Pago l 
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-
1. The Pre-Trial Conference hearing in this matter shall be continued until a time 
convenient for the Court and parties. 
2. The Trial in this matter shall be continued until a time convenient for the Court and 
parties. 
t' 
DATED ~"77 day of January, 2017. 
/, 
/~A.flt,,.,_ k,( 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the J_ day of A. 2017, a true and conect copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy 
Prosecuting Attomey 
219 tst Avenue South, Suite 20 I 
Hailey, ID 83333 
J.O. Nicholson Ill 
NMRLAW 
228 4111 A venue North 
P.O.Box528 
Twin Falls. ID 83301 
ORDER TO CONTINUE- Pago 2 
By: 
U.S. Mall. Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208)736-4120 
/ ~\ \ 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 











Hailey, ID 83333 
Defendant. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 










Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 





Tuesday, April 4, 2017 
Jonathan P. Brody 
01:30 PM 
Wednesday, May 3, 2017 09:00 AM 
Jonathan P. Brody 
Stk.o.~~ <.~,~-~I'S .t is lci-"i ha"') 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Wednesday, 
February 1, 2017. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 




PO Box 528 
Twin Falls ID 83303-0528 
e:,Mailed / Hand Delivered __ 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
96 
f_Mailed / Hand Delivered __ 
Dated: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 
Jolynn Drage 
Clerk Of The District Court 
By: c~\o 
Deputy Clerk 1 1 
DOC22 7/96 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FEB 1 6 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Affidavit of Jennifer Gravelle, ACN, Inc. 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY-Page 1 
117 of 684
• Affidavit of Chuck Cremer, Alpenglow Mountainsport 
• Affidavit of Chip Atkinson, Atkinson's Market 
• Affidavit of Steven Gall, B&H Photo 
• Affidavit of Tyson Purkey, Backcountry.com 
• Affidavit of Ken L. Steffens, Cabela's Inc. 
• Affidavit of John Thomas and Jeff Hjelm, Bass Pro, LLC. 
• Affidavit of Mary Kim Deffe of Deffe' & Associates, CPA 
• Affidavit of Renee Young, Garmin International 
• Affidavit of Connie Johnson, Idaho Mountain Express 
• Affidavit of Chad Miller, Les Schwab Tire 
• Affidavit of lsamu Hashimoto of Montbell America, Inc. 
• Affidavit of Kelly Betts of MotoXoutlet 
• Affidavit of Cody Nelson of Outdoorsman 
• Affidavit of Robert R. Harper of Outdoor Visions 
• Affidavit of Barbara Andersen of Protrainings.com 
• Affidavit of Layne D. Jensen of Wood River Electronics 
• Affidavit of Debra J. Jennings of Realtree.com with receipts 
• Affidavit of Kristine Coy of REI with receipts 
• Affidavit of Kimberly Searle of Sportsmans Warehouse 
• Affidavit of Josh Johnson of Spot-Hogg Archery Products 
• Affidavit of Holly Anderson of Vanguard Inflatables Corporation 
• Receipts for CAN 
• Receipts for Atkinson's Market 
• Recipts B&H Photo 
• Merchandise photos Backcountry 
• Merchandise photos Bass Pro 
• Receipts Cabela's 
• Statements and Invoices Deffe and Associates, CPA. 
• Receipt Garmin 
• Receipt Les Schwab 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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-· 
• Receipt Montbell 
• Receipt MotoXoutlet 
• Receipts Outdoorsman 
• Receipts Outdoor Visions 
• Receipt Wood River Electronics 
• Receipts Realtree 
• Receipts Sportsman's Warehouse 
• Receipts Bass Pro 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: N/A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Records custodian ACN and/or Jennifer Gravelle 
• Records custodian Alpenglow and/or Chuck Cremer 
• Records custodian Atkinson's Market and/or Chip Atkinson 
• Records custodian B&H Photo and/or Steven Galla 
• Records custodian Backcountry.com and/or Tyson Purkey 
• Records custodian Cabela's, Inc., and/or Ken L. Steffens 
• Records custodian Bass Pro, LLC, and/or John Thomas or Jeff Hjelm 
• Records custodian Deffe & Associates and/or Mary Kim Deffe 
• Records custodian Garmin International and/or Renee Young 
• Records custodian Idaho Mountain Express and/or Connie Johnson 
• Records custodian Les Schwab and/or Chad Miller 
• Records custodian Montbell America Inc. and/or lsamu Hashimoto 
• Records custodian MotoXoutlet and/or Kelly Betts 
• Records custodian Outdoorsman and/or Cody Nelson 
• Records custodian Outdoor Visions and/or Robert R. Harper 
• Records custodian Protrainings.com and/or Barbara Andersen 
• Records custodian Wood River Electronics and/or Layne D. Jensen 
• Records custodian Realtree.com and/or Debra J. Jennings 
• Records custodian REI and/or Kristine Coy 
• Records custodian Sportsmans Warehouse and/or Kimberly Searle 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY-Page 3 
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• Records custodian Spot-Hogg Archery Products Inc. and/or Josh 
Johnson 
• Records custodian Vanguard Inflatables Corporation and/or Holly 
Anderson 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2233 through 2549. The 
Defendant is advised to immediately contact this office if any of said pages are missing. ,· r--
DATED this ___ill_ day of February, 2017. 
ack, ISBN 7262 
uting Attorney 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY-Page 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /@ day of February, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Jon Nicholson, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83308-0528 
~U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
STATE'S FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 5 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
MAR - 6 2017 
~~,ClnDistria ----=;.:.:=!!!!'_<;c,_unty,_ 1~aho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: N/A. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
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• Four CD's US Bank records 2009 to 2015, excluding 2014, (Grand Jury 
Exhibit 1 ), with attached passwords 
• Correspondence received from US Bank with the above CD's 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Records custodian US Bank 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2550 through 2613. The 
Defendant is advised to immediately contact this office if any of said pages are missing. 
DATED this f r5 day of March, 2017. 
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CERTIFICATE OF S,ERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1 ~y of March, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Jon Nicholson, Esq. / U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Attorney at Law Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 528 _ Overnight Mail 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83308-0528 _ Telecopy 
~ ---===== J~egal Secretary 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4 th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 595-4560 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
FI LED ~-:---,.,,-
MARO 8 2017 
Jolynn Drane ,--, . 
Court Bl · " · ..,,erk District 
ame Coun , Idaho 
Number of Limited Admissions Granted By Wyoming-No limit 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 














Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION FOR PRO HAC VICE ADMISSION 
OF WYOMING ATTORNEY THOMAS R. GREEN 
AND 
MOTION TO EXCUSE ATTENDANCE OF LOCAL 
COUNSEL AT FURTHER MATTERS BEFORE THE 
COURT UNLESS OTHERWISE ORDERED 
Pursuant to LB.C.R. 227, the undersigned counsel petition the court for admission of 
Thomas R. Green, pro hac vice, in this case. 
Thomas R. Green certifies that he is an active member, in good standing, of the bar of the 
State of Wyoming, that he maintains the regular practice of law at the above-noted address, and 
1 
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that he is not a resident of the State of Idaho or licensed to practice in Idaho. Thomas R. Green 
certifies that he has not been previously admitted under I.B.C.R. 227 in any matter. 
Undersigned counsel, with the concurrence of Deputy County Prosecutor Matthew 
Fredback, also move the court, pursuant to I.B.C.R. 227(b )(2), that local counsel identified above 
be excused from attendance at further matters before the court herein unless otherwise ordered 
by the court for specific hearings. 
Undersigned counsel certify that a copy of this motion has been served on all other 
parties in this case and that a copy of the motion, accompanied by a $325 fee and a Wyoming 
certificate of good standing for Thomas R. Green, have been submitted to the Idaho State Bar. 
Counsel certify that the above information is true to the best of their knowledge. J.O. 
Nicholson III acknowledges that his attendance shall be required at all court proceedings in 
which Thomas R. Green appears, unless specifically excused by the trial judge. 
DATED this --l--+--- day of March, 2017. 
~~ 
Thomas R. Green 






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this :1th_ day of March, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
3 
[X] U.S. MAIL 






STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700176 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs-








MAR -9 2017 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUM NT~r~",:.!'!! 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. ---· ---~~~-'"-at....._.,.,,__, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017, AT 10:02 O'CLOCK A.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
• * • * "MARY KIM DEFFE • • • • • 
PERSONALLY AT: THOMAS AND JOHNSON, 680 N 2ND ST, KETCHUM ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2NDAVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY. ID 83333 
DATED THIS 8TH DAY Of MARCH 2017. 







KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 
GINGER M. CLEMENT 
RETURNING OFFICER 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
--~RECEIVED~~-
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAR O 8 2017 
Uy:~: '2°30 
Issued: March 7, 2017 Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: MARY KIM DEFFE 
THOMAS & JOHNSTON CHTD 
680 N. 2ND AVENUE 
KETCHUM, ID 83340 726-9007 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this 1 ~Y of March, 2017. 
By 9: £~ 
JIM J. THOMAS:isaN4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
"Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNT\' SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRJVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
t)ORIGINAL 
Paper- ID: 201700177 
jFlLE=-=-o-!.41MA.M. ...... ___ COURT: BCDC ·- · ~ ...... 
CASE NO: CR2016-, 3203 MAR - 9 2017 
STATE OF IDAHO 
_ VS _ PLAINTIFF($) 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT($) PAPER(S) SERVED: l 
CRIMINAL SUBPOEN ~~,:, CilJrk = 
I, STEVEN M, HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017, AT 10:400'CLOCKAM., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
PERSONALLY AT: 216 S SIXTH ST BELLEVUE lO 
WITHIN THE COUN1Y OF BLAINE, STATE OF IOAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 0.00 
DATED THIS 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. 
STEVEN M, HARKINS 
SHERIFF 




KYLE D, GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 
THOMAS. JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
SY 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
.--..,.RECElVEO-~~ 
r:3-laine, Countv Sheriff 
Issued: March 7, 2017 MAR O 8 2017 
By: flrf<!.@: ",3D 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: GENE RAMSEY 
BELLEVUE, ID 83313 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this 7 ~ of March, 2017. 
By~ 9.;;;L 
JIM J. THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
""'Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 




STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAlLEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700176 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-VS- PLAINTIFF(S) COURT: BCDC 
CASE NO: CR2016-03203 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMElER 
DEFENDANT(S) PAPER(S) SERVED: MAR - 9 2017 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA ._. _____ _j / 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUM NT~f-~D,:f/:/ ~ 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. ---· ---~..!.!l'~=;a._,._, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017, AT 10:02 O'CLOCK A.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
* * • * • MARY KIM DEFFE *" "• • 
PERSONALLY AT: THOMAS AND JOHNSON, 680 N 2ND ST, KETCHUM ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2NDAVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
DATED THIS 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. 




--------···-·---------- BY o_oo 
BY 
KYLE D_ GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: 
~-~RECEIVED~-~ \ ~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAR 0 8 2017 
Hy:~:'62:Q 
March 7. 2017 Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: MARY KIM DEFFE 
THOMAS & JOHNSTON CHTD 
680 N. 2ND AVENUE 
KETCHUM, ID 83340 726-9007 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 101\ 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this ~Y of March, 2017. 
By Q:£/2__ 
JIM J. THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
'"'Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-,5545. 
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' 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-VS-
--- D ORIGINAL 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
PLAINTIFF($) COURT: BCDC 
Paper ID: 201700177 
1
Fl[ED'AM . 
CASE NO: CR2016 13203 MAR - 9 2017 ...... 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT($) PAPER($) SERVED: I JoL=--:=-:::--~-...J 
CRIMINAL SUBPOEN~_ cJ::P,l/:f:P:• C/wlc = 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017, AT 10:40 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
*****GENE RAMSEY***** 
PERSONALLY AT: 216 S SIXTH ST BELLEVUE ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 8TH DAY OF MARCH 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
--..-RECElVED~--
131.ainP. Countv Sheriff 
Issued: March 7, 2017 MAR O 8 2017 
By: fn'<!,@: <3:.??P 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: GENE RAMSEY 
BELLEVUE, ID 83313 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this 7 ~ of March, 2017. 
By~ p-./2_ 
JIM J. THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.,.Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFrH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 






CHAD SCHIERMEIER. ) 
) 
Defendant ) 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR PRO HA.C VICE 
ADMISSION OF WYOMING ATTORNEY 
THOMAS R. GREEN 
The Court has considered the Motion for Pro Hae Vice admission of Wyoming attorney 
Thomas R. Green and being fully advised in the premises, it is hereby ordered that Thomas, R. 
Green be admitted pro hac vice in this case and that J.O. Nicholson III serve as Local Counsel, 
whose attendance shall be required in all court proceedings in which Thomas R. Green appears 
only when specifically ordered by the court . 
. '1· 
DA TED this ..... /....,.[_' __ day of March, 2017. 
1 
Jo ,r. Brody 
District Court Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the _}Q_ day of March, 2017, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing was served upon: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
✓ ~O..\fl..J A A~\.~ 
J.O. Nicholson III 
Attorney at Law 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
/ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
.,,t-, _i#f__,, Fax: (208) 735-4800 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, WY 82601-6600 
✓ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
CLERK OF THE COURT: 
ORDER FOR PREPARATION OF GRAND JURY TRANSCRIPTS - 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue S., Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILEOJ·M .. ~!~ 
MAR 13 20:7 
~ r;,,., Cieri( Distrtct 
-_,;;;,;::.:.:llf.~~Q,_l!t].ty,J~f!.~(1 __ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 2151 day of March, 2017, at the hour of 1 :30 
p.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up 
its Status Hearing before the Court in the above-captioned action in the District Courtroom 
of the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue S., Hailey, Idaho. 
DATED this 17, day of March, 2017. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 1 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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·.· --
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
JP"--
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /3 day of March, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.G. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
/u.s. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
~.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 











IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Status 
Hearing date: 3/21/2017 
Time: 2:35 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: sw~ nTIYU\ 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court introduces the case. 
State has an information to be filed, Def. will need to waive preliminary hearing, 
and be arraigned. 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Green- no objection to the filing of the information, waives right to 
preliminary hearing. 
Court reviews the information charging 1 count of grand theft, and the 
maximum penalty. 
Def. has no objection to the information being filed. 
Court reviews the Def s right to a prelirninary hearing. 
Def. waives right to a preliminary hearing. 
Court reviews the Defs rights. Not guilty plea will be entered on behalf of the 
Def. 
State comments. 
Mr. Green addresses bond. Requests OR release. 
Court comments, not changing posted bond. 
Mr. Green requests modification of conditions ofrelease. 
State has no objection 
Court grants request for modification, Mr. Green is to prepare an order. 
Continues PTC to 4/jf 17 at 1:30pm 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue South Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208)788-5554 
FILED ~:..,,,,,,,,,,_,_,, ... q 
MAR 2 1 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
INFORMATION 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 7, by this Information 
charges the Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, with the following felony offense: 
COUNT ONE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January, 2009, up to and 
including December, 2015, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, did wrongfully take, 
and/or obtain, and/or withhold, and/or exercise unauthorized control over, lawful money of 
the United States, with an aggregate value in excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00), 
from the owner, Blaine County D.A.R.E/P.A.L., INC., with the intent to deprive another of 
property, and/or to appropriate to himself certain property of another, and/or to appropriate 




unlawfully, and without authority, withdraw monies from US Bank account number XXXX-
8338 by cash, and/or check withdrawals, and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa 
debit card number XXXX-7161 and/or XXXX-1876, from an account exclusively for the use 
of the Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC., to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw 
money for his personal use where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed 
one thousand dollars ($1000.00), in violation of Idaho Code §§ 18-2403(1), 18-
2407(1)(b)(1), 18-2408(2)(a) GRAND THEFT, a FELONY. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such cases made and provided 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Dated this '?-. \ day of March, 2017. 
INFORMATION 
~~@ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~r 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~/ day of March, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.G. Nicholson 111, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
INFORMATION 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ 9vernight Mail 
~Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail A /} 
~elecopv~~ 
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Hailey, ID 83333 
Defendant. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
) 
) 
FILED ~-~½'t( Czfr-· 
MAP. 2 2 2017 
JoL)ff'I o,,,,g., a.., District ' 







Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Pretrial Conference Tuesday, April 18, 2017 01:30 PM 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Wednesday, 
March 22, 2017. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 
Brody, Butler, Copsey, Crabtree, Elgee, Schroeder, Shindurling, St. Clair, Stoker, Wildman, Williamson, Wilper 
and Woodland. 
Private•. ~ounsel: 
Thomas R. Green 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper WY 82601-6600 
Mailed____{ Hand Delivered. __ 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
l Mailed_,4_ Hand Delivered __ 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: N/A. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Idaho Department of Labor documents 
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• Decree of Divorce 
• Agreement to Modify Decree of Divorce 
• Amended Judgment and Decree of Divorce 
• Spot-Hogg Archery Receipts and Photo 
• Affidavit of Probable Cause for Search Warrant of Property 
• CD Photos of Burnt Creek Adventures 
• CD Photos of merchandise and receipts 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Case Report #21 of Detective Jerad 
Sweesy 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Case Report #22 of Detective Jerad 
Sweesy 
• Magazines.com receipts 
• Photographs Burnt Creek Adventures Website 
• Return of Search Warrant Tracker Addendum 
• Vanguard receipt 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Walt Femling, Sun Valley Police Department 
• Steve Harkins, Blaine County Sheriff 
• Jim Cleveland 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
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In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2614 through 2732. The 
Defendant is advised to immediately contact this office if any of said pages are missing. 
DATEDthis '.1~ dayofMarch,2017. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this a,q~of March, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Jon Nicholson, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
161 5th Avenue South, Suite 105 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_ l;:land Delivered 
_✓overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_,,Hand Delivered 
_t/_ 0 Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
BC PROSECUTING ATTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNlY OF BLAINE 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
PAGE 01/03 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, STATE'S FOURTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. 
4. 
Defendant's prior recQ[fJ: NIA. 
Documents and tangible obiects: 
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• CD Pioneer Federal Credit Union Deposits 2009-2015 (Corresponds to 
Bates 0976 to 0989 
• CD Storage Unit Photos 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: NIA. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2733 through 2734. The 
Defendant is advised to immediately contact this office if any of said pages are missing. 
DATED this ~ay of March, 2017. 
Ji~ 
Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
f",---
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this .3? day of March, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
belowj and addressed to each of the following: 
Jon Nicholson, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
161 5th Avenue South, Suite 105 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
BC PROSECUTING ATTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, INAND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 












case No. CR-2016-3203 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SUBPOENA 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant ___________ ,) 
The witness named below acknowledges lawful receipt and service of the 
subpoena issued to him/her in the above-captioned matter and waives compliance with 
any provisions of the witness's state and/or the State of Idaho for commanding attendance 
and testimony, including any right to a Court hearing regarding the subpoena under the 
Uniform Act to Secure Attendance of Witnesses. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-3007A, the witness states: 
Name of Witness: Curtis Miller, jury trial, May 3-5 & 8-9, 2017, @ 9 am 
Please dale t111d sign in the spaces indkll!led be/,ow and fax or mail this acknqwfedgment 
to the Blaine County Prosecuting Att/lrney'li Office, Its fax number is (208) 788-5554; the 
mailing address is indicated above. 
DATED this 21) day of~~~~7'.~~6YJ_L-----




STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700284 
STATE OF IDAHO 
--VS-




CASE NO: CR2016-03203 
PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS. SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY. STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 3RD DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 3RD DAY OF APRIL 2017, AT 12:18 O'CLOCK P.M .. I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
•***•US BANK-BETH LANDES***** 
PERSONALLY AT: N MAIN ST, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 3RD DAY OF APRIL 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 






Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788·5545 
Fax: (208} 788·5554 
-~~RECEIVED--~ 
Issued: March 30, 2017 Blaine Countv Sheriff 
A<t O 3 2017 
By: trmc.©: we 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: US BANK/BETH LANDIS 
314 N. MAIN STREET 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
Case No. CR·2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th , 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charg~ainst you. 
Given under my hand this.:.2'.? day of March, 2017. 
Bo/~ y~ 
MJ.THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.,.Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208} 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA· Page 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IOAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See endosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Report #20 of Detective Jerod Sweesy 
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5. Reports of examinations and tests: N/A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: N/A. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive page numbered 2735. The Defendant is advised to 
immediately contact this office if said page is missing. 
DATED this :i b day of April, 2017. 
0( ;;_ C2e 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
156 of 684
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
or--
I HERE BY GERTI FY that on this £ _, day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within a~oing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Jon Nicholson, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
228 4th Avenue North 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83301 
FAX: 208-735-4800 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Ov~rnight Mail 
~lecopy/email 
3a"son, Legal Secretary 
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STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
DDR!GINAL 
Paper ID: 201700302 
: r-,. ,,...,.,,e,,..,,,~.,. 'c'•'<""-1-t=ILE15¥- ;-~.i 01::. 
1 ' ' ' '• COURT: BCDC ' i ii . · ' 1 1 ,,. . '°J : i t ;-.. '' ,· , ' _VS_ PLAINTIFF(S) 
CASE NO: CR2016-032~.'1; 3 L---···=---=~.:JI. 
, JoLvnr, CN·.:;.iJ~1·e,. C/ork t)!::.Jtrict 
PAPER(S) SERVED: . l):iiwi' :F · <, C:•·1u:·i-:'. ::',:•hf: __ _ 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 10TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 10TH DAY OF APRIL 2017, AT 12:11 O'CLOCK P.M., I, GINGER M. CLEMENT, BEING 
DULY AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
*****CHUCK TURNER****• 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY PSF, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2NDAVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 10TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 




GINGER M. CLEMENT 
SERVING OFFICER 




(J ~ ~,·a I" t "'. r,1.· ;". I~-: , !f 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: April?, 2017 
---RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: CHUCK TURNER 
12136 STATE HIGHWAY 75 
HAILEY, ID 83333 720-4756 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal chargNainst you. 
Given under my hand this rJ day of April, 2017. 
By JIQ,gMAK~~----
Blaine County ~c~t~ng Attorney 
""'Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 .· ~ ~Jijj K.-..iJ. 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
-FfLED:··IVr.),.,,,• .......,._ 
I APR' 11 2017 
JoLynn Drll(JIJ:, Cwl< Dlilrlat 
Courl 1'1,lne Coumy,ltgaho __ ,__, __ ,... ...... _.--
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S SIXTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• CD DARE payroll tax forms 
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• 
• CD Photos receipts - merchandise #2 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Jolynn Drage, Blaine County Clerk 
• John David Davidson, Blaine County Treasurer 
• Danna Hillman 
• Karen Bellon 
• Charles Turner 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2736 and 2737. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this 
1 1- day of April, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
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STEVEN M. HARK.lNS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
--VS-
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
PLAINTIFF($) COURT: BCDC 
QOR~GINAL 
Paper ID: 20 I 700323 
CASE NO: CR2016·03203 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT($) PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 14TH DAY OF APRIL 2017, AT 8:34 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON AN AGENT OF 
" * " * * WELLS FARGO BANK-HAILEY** * * * 
AUTHORIZED BY APPOINTMENT OR BY LAW TO RECEIVE SERVICE OF PROCESS BY DELIVERING A TRUE CORRECT 
COPY THEREOF TO 
" * • * " WELLS FARGO BANK-MIRELLA M * * * * * 
A PERSON OVER THE AGE OF 18 YEARS AT 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
100 S MAIN ST HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
DATED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
SHERIFF 
0.00 
0.00 ----------------------- BY 
0.00 
BY 
KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 
GINGER M. CLEMENT 
RETURNING OFFICER 
165 of 684
"R ,_r1 1 a fto1••"' II Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 441 ... -~ !;. ~ ':..- ... ..J 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
~· --- ~ RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
Issued: April 12, 2017 APR 1 3 2017 
By:~@Qs:;:c, 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
TO: WELLS FARGO RECORDS CUSTODIAN 
100 N. MAIN STREET 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 51\ 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charg~~inst you. 
Given under my hand this__/£_ day of April, 2017. 
By JIQ:o-MAa-44~ 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.,,,Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700321 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs- Pt.AINTIFF(S) COURT: BCDC 
CASE NO: CR2016-0320 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHlERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017, AT 1 :23 O'CLOCK P.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
• • • • • DANNA HILLMAN • • • • • 
PERSONALLY AT: 408 S 8TH ST BELLEVUE ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY. ID 83333 
DATED THIS 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 







KYLE 0. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 Issued: April 12, 2017 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
~~~REGEIVED~--
Bfaine County Sherttf 
APR 1 3 2017 
By:ftbr,._C!__@:~ o 
C1v11 Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: DANNA HILLMAN 
408 S. 8th STREET 
BELLEVUE, ID 83313 720-6039 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this~ of April, 2017. 
By r7__ a2_ 
Jl~MA~4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
-Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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., 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
QORIGINAL 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
Paper ID: 201700322 
STATE OF IDAHO 
--VS -








I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 13TH DAY OF APRIL 2017, AT 1:00 O'CLOCK P.M., I, GINGER M. CLEMENT, BEING 
DULY AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
•••••KAREN BELLON***** 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY PSF, 1650 AVIATION DR, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2NDAVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 13TH DAYOFAPRIL2017. 




GINGER M. CLEMENT 
SERVING OFFICER 




Blaine Countv Sheriff ~.,.,,~~m ~" •Ill L 
t . _ j tJ I t {.4 APR 1 3 2017 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: April 12, 2017 By: ~: &,i:::, 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: KAREN BELLON 
2514 WOODSIDE BLVD. 
HAILEY, ID 83333 788-3048 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, May 3rd through Friday, May 5th, 2017, 
and Tuesday, May 9th through Wednesday, May 10th, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m., or until 
excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charge~ainst you. 
Given under my hand this /d day of April, 2017. 
ByQ:og2--
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
""'Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Ave. South, Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PROHIBIT 
PRE-TRIAL PUBLICITY PURSUANT 
TO IRPC 3.6 
COMES NOW Plaintiff State of Idaho, by and through Jim J. Thomas, Blaine 
County Prosecuting Attorney and moves the court for an ORDER PROHIBITING PRE-
TRIAL PUBLICITY PURSUANT TO IRPC 3.6. The basis for this motion is that the State 
of Idaho has concerns that information is currently being provided to the press 
presumably by defense counsel, which may be interpreted as being made for the purpose 
of eliciting sympathy for the defendant and casting aspersion on the Blaine County 
Sheriff's Office and the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, thereby potentially 
prejudicing the State of Idaho in receiving a fair trial. Particularly of concern are false and 
misleading statements made in Defendant's Pre-Trial Memo which was reportedly 
provided to reporters of the Twin Falls Times News daily. 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PROHIBIT PRE-TRIAL PUBLICITY - Page 1 
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Up until defendant's disclosure to the press of his Pre-Trial Memo, there has been 
little attention in the press paid to the instant case. A press release was issued by the 
Blaine County Sheriff's Office on October 24, 2016, shortly after the grand jury indictment 
was issued and several brief articles appeared in the Idaho Mountain Express in October 
and November 2016 and March 2017, which simply discussed the allegations and 
defendant's plea of not guilty (Articles attached). Yet inexplicably the defense has 
released their spurious diatribe cloaked as a pre-trial memo to the press less than three 
weeks before trial is to begin. 
In order to protect the integrity of the jury trial process the State is asking this court 
to issue its Order prohibiting any communication to the press about the case or a potential 
tort claim against Blaine County until after the conclusion of the scheduled jury trial which 
begins May 3, 2017. 
V> 
Dated this~ day of April, 2017. 
Jim~as~r 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO PROHIBIT PRE-TRIAL PUBLICITY - Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /J~y of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
t../°f elecopy/email 
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For Immediate Release: 
On October 21, 2016 a Blaine County Grand Jury, convened by Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney Jim J. Thomas, resulted in the indictment of Chad Schiermeier, a former Blaine County 
Sheriffs Deputy for six felony counts of Misuse of Funds by a Public Employee. 
Chad Schiermeier, age 40, originally of Twin Falls, Idaho, was employed by the Sheriffs Office 
from May 1999 to December 2015. For most of those years, Schiermeier was assigned as the 
Wood River Middle School Resource Officer. In the summer months, Schiermeier organized and 
scheduled the Police Activities League (PAL), a national non-profit program for children started 
in the mid 1990's. PAL was dedicated to the prevention of juvenile crime and violence by 
building relationships among kids, police officers, and the community. As the PAL director, 
Schiermeier was in charge of the program's financial budget and expenditures. 
"In November 2015, questions arose regarding Schiermeier's financial management of the PAL 
account," said Blaine County Sheriff Gene Ramsey. "As soon as we discovered discrepancies in 
the accounting and possible theft allegations, I immediately placed Schiermeier on suspension." 
Sheriff Ramsey promptly made a decision to remove any potential conflict of interest and 
requested the Idaho State Police conduct a complete and thorough criminal investigation into the 
allegations. Schiermeier's employment was subsequently terminated with the Blaine County 
Sheriffs Office in December 2015. Later in 2016, the results of the Idaho State Police 
investigation were forwarded to the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office for review of 
criminal charges. 
"These are serious criminal allegations", Sheriff Ramsey states "and in the interest of 
transparency and honesty we will seek, along with the citizens of Blaine County, to see that truth 
and justice prevail." Schiermeier was arrested Saturday October 22, 2016 by the Idaho State 
Police and is currently being held in the Mini Cassia Criminal Justice Center on a $200,000 
bond. He was arraigned today at 2:30 p.m. in Cassia County District Court. 
For any further details concerning the indictment or criminal charges, please contact the Blaine 
County Prosecuting Attorney's Office. 
Sheriff Gene D. Ramsey 
Blaine County, Idaho 
( STATES \ 
EXHIBIT l 
l i 
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4/17/2017 Former sheriffs deputy charged with stealing I Cops/Courts I mtexpress.com 
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Former sheriffs deputy charged with stealing 
Chad R. Schiermeier arraigned Monday on 6 felonies 




A former Blaine County sheriff's deputy has been charged with six counts of felony misuse of public funds by a public employee after investigators 
alleged that he stole funds from the Sheriff's Department on several occasions from 2009 to 2015. 
Chad R. Schiermeier, 40, appeared for arraignment on the felony charges in 5th District Court in Burley on Monday. 
Schiermeier was arrested by Idaho State Police in Cassia County on Saturday, Oct. 22, and he is being held on a $200,000 bond in the Mini-Cassia 
jail. 
http://www.mtexpress.com/news/cops _ courts/former -sheriff-s-deputy-charged-with-stealing/article _ bb45b810-9b0d-11 e6-8ed6-7fca6c2e5f6a.htm I 1/3 
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4/17/2017 Former sheriff's deputy charged with stealing I Cops/Courts I mtexpress.com 
Blaine County Sheriff Gene Ramsey said Monday that a grand jury, convened by Blaine County Prosecutor Jim Thomas, indicted Schiermeier on 
Oct. 21 after a nearly 11-month investigation conducted by the Idaho State Police. 
Ramsey said Schiermeier was employed with the Sheriff's Office from May 1999 to December 2015 and served as the Wood River Middle School 
resource officer. 
During the summers of those years, Ramsey said, Schiermeier organized the Police Activities League, a national nonprofit program started in the 
mid-1990s that is dedicated to prevention of juvenile crime and violence by creating positive relationships with police, the community and local 
youths. 
As the PAL director, Schiermeier was responsible for the program's finances. 
"In November 2015, questions arose regarding Schiermeier's financial management of the PAL account," Ramsey said. "As soon as we discovered 
discrepancies in the accounting and possible theft allegations, I immediately placed Schiermeier on suspension." 
In order to avoid conflicts of interest, he said, Idaho State Police conducted the investigation into Schiermeier's financial discrepancies with PAL 
beginning in November 2015. 
Schiermeier was fired in December 2015 when it was discovered that he had allegedly intentionally mismanaged PAL funds. Results of the 
~ investigation were recently forwarded to the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's office for review. 
Ramsey said Schiermeier stole a "substantial amount" of money and that a complete figure will be released once the Idaho State Police have fully 
completed their investigation. 
http://www.mtexpress.com/news/cops_courts/former-sheriff-s-deputy-charged-with-stealing/article_bb45b810.9b0d-11e6-8ed6-7fca6c2e5f6a.html 2/3 
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4/17/2017 Former sheriff's deputy charged with stealing I Cops/Courts I mtexpress.com 
~.<;:cording to court records, Schiermeier allegedly stole money from the PAL U.S. Bank account for personal use in the months of January and 
December in 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012 and 2015. 
He will be arraigned on the felony charges in Blaine County and have a trial date set once he is transported from Cassia County. 





Jan Sommer PhD 
\ ,<:en,,,d nsyoholoeost •?0?961 
314 S. River Street. 2nd floor · 
Hailey 




Former sheriffs deputy pleads not guilty to felony theft I Blaine County I mtexpress.com 







http://www. mtexpress. com/news/bl a i ne_ county /former -she riff-s-d e p uty-p leads-not-guilty-to-felony-theft/ a rti c le_S 793f898-9fba-11 e6-8f93-63444d3054e0. htm I 
Former sheriffs deputy pleads not guilty to felony theft 
Express staff Oct 31, 2016 
A former sheriff's deputy who allegedly stole money from the Blaine County Sheriff's Office over a six-year period has pleaded not guilty to six 
counts of felony misuse of public funds. 
Chad Schiermeier, 40, appeared for arraignment on the felony counts in 5th District Court in Hailey on Friday. 
1%LOT 
FOR AIR 
Schiermeier's hearing was attended by his family and Blaine County Sheriff Gene Ramsey. 
Ramsey said on Oct. 24 that a grand jury, convened by Blaine County Prosecutor Jim Thomas, indicted Schiermeier on Oct. 21 after a nearly 11-
month investigation conducted by the Idaho State Police. 
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State amends charges against former sheriffs deputy 
Chad R. Schiermeier faces single felony for allegedly stealing public funds 
Ryan Thorne Mar 29, 2017 
A Blaine County sheriff's deputy who was charged with several felonies for allegedly stealing public funds over a six-year period now faces only a 
single charge off elony grand theft. 
Chad R. Schiermeier, 40, entered a not guilty plea to the charge during a status hearing in 5th District Court in Hailey on March 21. 
Schiermeier was indicted in October by a grand jury, convened by Blaine County Prosecutor Jim Thomas, on six counts of felony misuse of public 
funds. Then Sheriff Gene Ramsey said Schiermeier was employed with the Sheriff's Office from May 1999 to December 2015 and served as Wood 
River Middle School resource officer. 
',! i :.,111,: ✓-· 
SUN VALLEY RUG & TILE 
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During the summers of those years, Ramsey said, Schiermeier organized the Police Activities League, a national nonprofit program started in the 
mid-1990s to reduce juvenile crime and violence by creating positive relationships with police, the community and local youths. 
http://www.mtexpress.com/news/cops_courts/state-amends-charges-against-former-sheriff-s-deputy/article_1a7e0418-1403-11e7-aca5-7317e6c70a96.html 1/3 
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4/17/2017 State amends charges against former sheriff's deputy I Cops/Courts I mtexpress.com 
As .PAL_cli[ector, Schiermeier was responsible for the program's finances. 
"In November 2015, questions arose regarding Schiermeier's financial management of the PAL account," Ramsey said. "As soon as we discovered 
discrepancies in the accounting and possible theft allegations, I immediately placed Schiermeier on suspension." 
To avoid conflicts of interest, he said, Idaho State Police conducted the investigation into Schiermeier's financial discrepancies with PAL beginning in 
November 2015. 
Schiermeier was fired in December 2015 when it was determined that he had intentionally mismanaged PAL funds. According to court records, 
Schiermeier allegedly stole money from the PAL U.S. Bank account in the months of January and December in 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012 and 2015. 
Schiermeier was arrested by Idaho State Police in Cassia County on Oct. 22 and has since posted a $20,000 bond. 
In court March 21, Deputy Prosecutor Matt Fredback said a recent court ruling indicated that the state could not break out the charges against 
Schiermeier into timeframes. 
"The state is avoiding potential issues by virtue of amendment," Fredback said. "We don't have a plea-the trial date is still on." 
When reached via email Tuesday, Fredback declined to comment on how much Schiermeier allegedly stole. 
Schiermeir's attorney, Thomas Green, said in court that he and Fredback had agreed that there would be no further amendments, charges or civil 
proceedings brought by the county or state. 
Green asked Judge Jonathan Brody to modify the conditions of Schiermeier's release, allowing him to travel to Ohio to visit a girlfriend via car, saying 
the amended charge was a "whole different ballgame." 
Brody granted the request after consulting with Fredback, who didn't oppose the modification. 














IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference 
Hearing date: 4/18/2017 
Time: 1:50 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Maureen Newton 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Atton1.ey: Thomas Green, Jon Nicholson 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas 
Court will take this matter up at 2:30 when local counsel is present. 
Orders that counsel and parties not make any comments to the press. 
Recess 
Back on record 
Counsel and Def. present 
Court introduces the case. Requested local counsel be present. Notes the motion 
to shorten time on a motion to revoke pro hac admission. 
State comments on reason for the shortened notice. 
Court will hear the motions. 
State addresses the motion 
Court comments will have questions for the defense re suborning perjury. 
State continues to discuss the impact on the jury pool. 
Court comments. 
State responds regarding ethical behavior. Requests Mr. Green's status be 
revoked. 
Court inquires where the copy of the memo came from to the reporter. 
State responds. 
Mr. Green responds, inquires about the grand jury trans_cript 
Court has not read the grand jury transcript, welcomes any points in the 
transcript to review specifically. 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court comments that the indictment is not what is going to trial. 
COURT MINUTES 1 
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Mr. Green responds. 
2.39 State believes this is beyond the scope. 
Court allows a brief review. Reviews the 
2.45 Mr. Green responds 
Court needs proof that the grand jury was misled. 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court inquires about cover-up and conspiracy. 
Mr. Green responds. 
2.47 State objects. 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Green responds. 
2.49 Court has the court reporter read back a portion of what was said. 
Court inquires on specific instances of false evidence to the jury and a lie. 
Mr. Green refers to the grand jury transcript. 
2.53 State responds. 
Mr. Green comments. 
2.57 State comments on the arguments on the grand jury. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green comments. 
3.01 Court inquires. 
Mr. Green wants to show bias, reviews leading questions. 
3.05 State objects- these arguments are off track. 
Mr. Green comments on the violation of the Defs civil rights. 
3.08 Court comments on the status of the case and the problems. 
Mr. Green comments on proof of unauthorized expenditure. 
3.14 Court comments. 
Mr. Green comments. 
3.17 State comments 
Mr. Green comments on things that need to be addressed before trial. 
3.19 Court comments, the decision today is to continue pro hac admission, and how 
to handle pretrial publicity. 
3.24 Mr. Green- if pro hac admission is revoked, requests an appeal. 
Court- may not lead to a dismissal, notes the standing to appeal a pro hac vice 
admission being revoked. 
3.26 State clarifies amendments can be done. 
Court that discussion is in the minutes. 
3.27 Court takes a break 
3.28 Recess 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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3.50 Back on record. 
Court comments. Denies the motion to revoke pro hac vice status. 
3.54 Mr. Green released the memo to the press, and comments on the reasons. 
3.56 Court comments on the tone of Mr. Green throughout the hearing. 
3.58 Court denies the motion at this time, the pre-trial memorandum filed 4/10 /17 is 
now sealed pursuant to Rule 32. No statement to the press. Between now and 
trial local counsel will need to sign any filings. Addresses pretrial matters. 
4.08 Mr. Green inquires. 
Court- the 1 count on the information will be read. 
4.09 State requests 2 alternates. 
Court will do 2 alternates- 30 jurors in the struck panel. 
4.11 State comments on a discovery matter. 
4.12 Mr. Nicholson inquires. 
Court- at this time his appearance at trial and the motion in limine is not needed. 
4.13 Recess 
COURT MINUTES 3 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S SEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Affidavit of Kim Frahm, Eastbay Catalog with receipt 
STATE'S SEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• Affidavit of Elizabeth Van Wey, REI, (amended) 
• DVD Files copied from Curtis Miller's flash drive 
• DVD Storage Plus photos of documents 
• DVD Timesheets, Payments to DARE account 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Report #23, Detective Jerod Sweesy 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Report #24, Detective Tyler Barrett 
• Idaho Mountain Express receipts 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: N/A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Glory Fruehling (Questad) 
• Kim Frahm 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2738 and 2759. The Defendant is 
advised to immediatel(~tact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this day of April, 2017. 
Jim J. 
Blaine 
STATE'S SEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF S@VICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ;r;ay of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
VHand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy/email 
7-JasNelson, Legal Secretary 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue S., Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 18th day of April, 2017, at the hour of 1:30 
p.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up 
its Motion to Revoke Pro Hae Vice Status before the Court in the above-captioned action 
in the District Courtroom of the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue S., Hailey, 
Idaho. JA 
DATED this (~ day of April, 2017. 
Jim J.omas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
-r-
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /(; day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ ,Overnight Mail 
_✓_T Tielecopy/email 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
FOR NOTICE OF HEARING 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court pursuant to Rule 45, Idaho Criminal Rules, 
for its order shortening the time for service of notice of hearing on its Motion to Revoke 
Pro Hae Vice Status filed herein. 
Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up its motion to shorten time at the time and place 
scheduled for hearing on the aforementioned motion. 
vr 
DATED this / a - day of April, 2017. 
Jim J homas, ISBN 4415 
Blai e County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this J.f.:__ day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
___u::'Telecopy/email 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER ON MOTION TO REVOKE PRO HAC VICE 
IT IS ORDERED that the motion to revoke defense counsel's pro hac vice admission is 






CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, l;e<-tr<l:Jr'.1 0..qb/\ , the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I 
mailed, by United States Mail on:1 i../ /1?/ /1 1 , one copy of the: ORDER ON MOTION 
TO REVOKE PRO HAC VICE as notice pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.C.R. to each of the 
following: 
Prosecuting Attorney: Jim Thomas 
Defense Attorney: Thomas R. Green 
_J_ Bffi{ /tl(yuJb:ld- t co. bft:-i,.--.A ,u/. w 
JoLynne Drage 
Clerk of the District Court 
Blaine County, Idaho 
I 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Bsq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4th Avenue North · 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone! (208)734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
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Telephone: {307)333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
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Case No, CR·2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO ALLOW DEFENDANT 
TO RELY ON PLAINTIFF'S WITNESS LIST SO THAT 
DEFENDANT MAY QUESTION ANY OF SUCH 
Wl1NESSES AT TRIAL WITHOUT THE DUPLICITY 
OR NECESSITY OF HAVING SUBPOENAS SERVED 
UPON TI-IEM BY THB DEFENSE, 
(Hearing scheduled for May 2, 2017 at 11:00 am) 
Thomas R. Green, Attorney Pro Hae Vice for defendant Chad Schlenneier, moves the 
Court to allow defendant to rely of Plaintiff's Witness List so that defendant may question any of 
such witnesses at trial without the duplicity or necessity of having defense subpoenas served 
upon them for their appearance at trial. Defendant will have additional witnesses and will submit 
a full witness list forthwith. In the event Plaintiff desires equal consideration so that it can rely 
1 
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.. 
on the Defense not calling off any of its other witnesses prior to trial without the consent of the 
Plaintiff, the defendant agrees to any such reciprocal request. 
At the current time, Defendant does not know whether the Plaintiff will communicate at 
all with the defense to attempt to resolve this request or other pretrial matters. The defense is 
attempting to communicate via emails without success. On April 3rd, the Plaintiff agreed to 
such a procedure with respect to certain witnesses, such as Sheriff Ramsey, former Sheriff Walt 
Femling, Deputy Bryan Carpita, Sheriff employee Charles Turner, and U.S. Bank officer Mary 
Beth Landes. On April 5th• Plaintiff also indicated that it had the various records custodians to 
admit bank records and that if the defense wanted them at trial, they were under subpoena. The 
defense replied that it did need the custodians for the bank records. 
On April 12th, the Plaintiff listed additional witnesses, such as County Clerk Jolynn 
Drage, County Treasurer John David Davidson, Prior DARE Directors Danna Hillman, Karen 
Bellon and Charles Turner, and then on April 18th added Glory Frueling (Questad) and Kim 
Frahm, (The parties previously agreed that the case was not yet set in stone and that both sides 
needed the flexibility to add witnesses and that the parties would be very liberal in allowing late 
witnesses.) 
In this case, the defendant is indigent, unemployed, and does not have the funds to hire 
individuals to serve subpoenas or to locate them where no addresses are available to the defense. 
Pro Hae Vice defense counsel, Thomas R. Green, is handling this case pro bona and also lacks 
funds to address the issue of serving subpoenas on all witnesses. Most of the defense case can be 
established with the witnesses listed by the Plaintiff, and the defense can get those additional few 
on the defense witness list served for trial. 
2 
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The parties also agreed to procedure whereby the joint witnesses (referring to those 
witnesses desired by both parties) could be heard in one sitting. so that the Plaintiff would 
examine first, and then the defense would cross and merge at the same time into its questions for 
its case. and then the Plaintiff would redirect/cross in like manner and so on. That way the 
witnesses would only need to testify once and could be ex<;used 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this 20\.. day of April, 2017 by the following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 




Thomas R. Green, Attorney Pro Hae Vice for defendant Chad Schiermeier, submits the 
following list of defense witnesses for the trial herein scheduled for April 3, 2017: 
Walt Femling, former County Sheriff 
Gene Ramsey, former County Sheriff 
Bryan Carpita, Deputy Sheriff 
Charles Turner, County Sheriff employee and former DARE Director 
1 
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Karen Bellon, former DARE Director 
Danna Hillman, former DARE Director 
Mary Kim Deffe, former DARE Director 
James Cleveland, former DARE Director 
Mary Beth Landes, US Bank Officer 
208-735-4800 T-396 POOOB/0007 F-726 
Custodians of records from Wells Fargo Bank and others Plaintiff will use. 
John David Davidson, County Treasurer 
Matthew Fredback, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Jim J. Thomas, Prosecuting Attorney 
Clayton Neilson, Former Idaho State Fish & Game Officer 
Jeremy Silvis, Wood River Middle School teacher 
Fred Trinkle, former Wood River Middle School teacher 
Gina Cey, formere Wood River Middle School teacher 
Sherry Kirkland, school bus driver 
Wayne Clayton, Owner High Desert Sports 
Brad Gelskey, Wood River Middle School Resource Officer 
. Cory Moyes, defendant's ex-wife living in Boise Idaho 
DATEDthis 7 ey(bdayofApril,2017. 
~ ~~o~~-~e~ 
Thom . Green 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby ~/}.es that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this "ihday of April, 2017 by the following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 I st Avenue South, Suite 20 I 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION TO CONTINUE 
JURY TRIAL 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order continuing the jury trial 
scheduled in the above-captioned case on May 3rd , 2017, until a later date at the Court's 
convenience. The grounds for said motion are as follows: 
On Monday, April 17, 2017, Detective Sweesy, Idaho State Police was contacted 
by Blaine County Sheriff Lieutenant 8. Carpita in reference to a file cabinet located at the 
Wood River Middle School, located at 900 2nd Avenue North, Hailey, Blaine County, 
Idaho, containing documents for the Blaine County Sheriff DARE and PAL programs. 
While speaking with Lt. Carpita, he stated that on April 17, 2017, he was contacted by 
Hailey Police School Resource Officer (SRO) Gelskey. SRO Gelskey stated that 
Defendant SCHIERMEIER and his attorney Thomas Green were at the Wood River 
Middle School and asked for a file cabinet. SRO Gelskey and the school principal did not 
know anything about the file cabinet. After SCHIERMEIER left, SRO Gelskey searched 
the area for the file cabinet and located one in a classroom near the principal's office. The 
STATE'S MOTION TO CONTINUE JURY TRIAL- Page 1 
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cabinet was locked and after speaking with teachers and staff, he learned that nobody 
knew of the file cabinet's origin and was told it had been at that location for approximately 
two (2) years. 
SRO Gelskey was able to locate several keys in the SRO desk, (previously 
occupied by Defendant Schiermeier), one which unlocked the file cabinet. When SRO 
Gelskey opened the file cabinet, he saw Blaine County Sheriffs Department DARE/PAL 
documents. SRO Gelskey immediately locked the cabinet and contacted Lt. Carpita and 
the school principal, Fritz Peters. Lt. Carpita went to the Wood River Middle School and 
met with SRO Gelskey and the school principal. Lt. Carpita placed evidence tape on the 
doors of the file cabinet and obtained the key. Lt. Carpita stated that the file cabinet was 
moved to the principal's office and is described as a grey metal, four ( 4) door file cabinet. 
ISP Detective Sweesy obtained a search warrant for the file cabinet on April 17, 
2017. The cabinet was taken to the Idaho State Police field office in Jerome, Idaho where 
the contents will be catalogued and inspected. Detective Sweesy related that there were 
over a thousand pages of documents to review. 
On Thursday, April 20, 2017 prosecutors Jim Thomas and Matthew Fredback 
traveled to ISP District 4 Regional Office in Jerome to view the newly discovered 
documents. A several hour inspection revealed numerous documents, financial records, 
tax records, DARE/PAL calendars, receipts, and a thumb drive which will be relevant to 
both the State and the defense at trial. 
On Friday, April 21, 2017, Detective Jared Sweesy interviewed the custodian from 
the Wood River Middle School, and learned that over the week of Spring Break, March 
20th - March 24th , 2017, the Defendant and his attorney went to the school and accessed 
the file cabinet. 
Given the enormity of newly discovered evidence, investigative follow-up will be 
necessary. In order to prepare for trial, protect the record on appeal and potential post-
conviction claims that the State disclosed thousands of pages of documents to the 
defense days before trial a continuance of the trial is necessary. 
STATE'S MOTION TO CONTINUE JURY TRIAL- Page 2 
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Defendant has previously waived his right to a speedy trial on January 24, 2017 
and has previously received one continuance at the defendant's request. 
DATED this -~- \ day of April, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S MOTION TO CONTINUE JURY TRIAL- Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ___ day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_i Telecopy/email 
Matt Fredback 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue S., Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
APR 2 1 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerh Dlslrict 
Court Blaine Countv, Idaho ~~--
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 24th day of April, 2017, at the hour of 4:00 
p.m., by phone conference to Minidoka District Court, or as soon thereafter as counsel 
may be heard, Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up its Motion to Continue Jury Trial before 
the Court in the above-captioned action in the District Courtroom of the Kramer Judicial 
Building, 201 2nd Avenue S., Hailey, Idaho. 
~ 
DATED this 2/ day of April, 2017. 
Ji~m:?~ 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
NOTICE OF HEARING- Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~l 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2,/ ., day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within andfdregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
/Telecopy/email 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
APR 2 1 2017 
Jolynn Draifii', Clerk District 
Court /31".!!ne Cow,rv. Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
FOR NOTICE OF HEARING 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court pursuant to Rule 45, Idaho Criminal Rules, 
for its order shortening the time for service of notice of hearing on its Motion to Continue 
Jury Trial filed herein. 
Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up its motion to shorten time at the time and place 
scheduled for hearing on the aforementioned motion. 
~r 
DATED this 2 t day of April, 2017. 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME FOR NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ::J j Y,day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
__...-- Telecopy/email 





. LEO J!:.OV.i¾ Fl P.lf -
APR 2 5 2017 
' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN ~~D FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. Case No. CR-2016-3203 
CHAD SCHIER.~1EIER, 
Defendant. 
ORDER SEALING MEMORANDUM PURSUANT TO IDAHO ADMINISTRATIVE 
RULE 32(i)(2)(B),(E) 
~~----~~~·------... ··---••"••'1\1'--•--·-....... ________ _ 
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PURSUANT TO Idaho Administrative Rule 32(i)(2)(B)t and (£), the Defendant's PretrjaJ 
Memorandum. dated April 10, 2017 is sea.led because certain statements may be libelous~ and 
because it is necessary to prevent further tainting of the jury pool. 





( -FILED ~d\Gf 
APR 2 5 2017 
~---CllitOlllict 
Qut,._.l':t),.,,., ~
IN THI= DISTRICT COURT OF THE FlFTH JUCIClAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF 101\HO, ·IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plmntlff, 
vs. 
CHAO R. SCHtl::RMEIEf{, 
Defendant 
C.11 No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
SHORTEN TIME 
The COllrt, having considered the motion to shorten time for notice of heenng filed 
herein, •nd goad cause appearing therefor, hereby grarlts ■aid rnotbn, and ortll!IS'$ that 
the hearing be heerd before the Coult as sat forth in the State'11 or the Clerk's notlc:e of 
hearing filed herein • ..,... , ,;( 
DATE~ thle_~ day of Aprll, 2017. 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO SHOR.TEN TME ~ Page 1 
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f;;ERTIACATE OF SEBVI{;.~ 
f HEREBY CERTIFY that on thtS __ day of Ai::,<ll, 2017, l caused to ba sarvad 
a true alld con-ec;t 00p,r of the within and foregoing document by I.he methoc indicated 
be1ow, ano addreli&ed to each of the following: 
Blair,e COIJl'llY Prosecuting 
Attorney'e Office 
219 1•1 Avenue South, Suite .201 
Hailey, ldah:t 83333 
Thomas R Green, Esq. 
AtiDRlllllY at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyomfng 82801 
tomlaw307@gmail. oom 
_ U.S. Mall, Postage Prepaid 
H.nd Dehvered = Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_ Hand Delivered ~- Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy/email 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME - P11ge 2 
214 of 684
FILED::"""'-'-~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER. 
Defendant 
case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING CONTINUANCE 
APR 2 5 2017 
The Court, having considered the Motion to Continue Jury Trial flied herein, and 
good cause appearing therefor, HEREBY ORDERS that the jury trial curren~iled 
for May 3rd, 4111, 5111, 9111, & 10111, 2017, at the hour of 9:00 a.m. be vacated and r:aeeheduled 
,~ -s-e--r l I A 
te eeff'lffleRee on the(f. day of M4tr_ . 2o;.J1; at the hour of 
I :3{) e_.m., in ;he District Courtroom of theKramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue S., Hailey, Idaho 
DATED this ]I_ day of April, 2017. 
~~~ 
Dsitri Judge 
ORDER GRANTING CONTINUANCE - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2..,!5;' day of April, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct ropy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
2191 st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Gasper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Defivered 
Overnight Mail 
-/.-- Teleeepy ~, / 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
J._ "Felo~f.email 
012 o.~~461'" 













IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Status 
Hearing date: 5/16/2017 
Time: 1:53 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Matthew Fredback 
State present, Mr. Green present by phone. 
Court introduces the case. 
State comments on the status of discovery. 
Court comments, inquires about resetting the trial. 
State requests late summer, early fall. 
Mr. Green requests to avoid the time around the solar eclipse. 
Court sets 5-6 day J.T. 8/9/17, PTC 7 /18/17 
Mr. Green requests a modification of conditions of release, to allow Def. to travel 
for work. 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Green responds. 
State- leaves in the discretion of the Court. 
Court- requests time frames for travel, and where the travel will be to, before a 
modification is granted. 
Mr. Green will submit a schedule and a proposed order. 
Court comments re federal statute re traveling interstates with a firearm. 
Recess 
Back on record. 
State has witnesses that are not available. Request the trial date of 8/23/17. 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Green agrees with 8/23/17 
Court sets JT for 8/23/17 and a PTC for 8/1/17. 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 1 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S EIGHTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Affidavit of Andy Wunsch - Sitka with receipts 
STATE'S EIGHTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 1 
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• Affidavit of Holly Anderson - Vanguard Inflatables 
• ISP Supplemental Report #25 of Detective Jerad Sweesy 
• ISP Supplemental Report #26 of Detective Jerad Sweesy 
• Memo MattWyneken, 4-21-17 
• Lt. Bryan Carpita, BCSO, Box 1 from Wood River Middle School 
1. Tax Return documents 2013 
2. Tax Return documents 2015 
3. DARE pamphlet 
4. DARE Training Center Policy Manual Section 1 
5. DARE Training Center Policy Manual Section 2 
6. Hunting tags 
7. Idaho Peace Officers Training Academy Ethics Section 
PLEASE NOTE: The remainder of the contents in this box are 
available for review on appointment with Blaine County Sheriff's 
Office Evidence Custodian 
• DVD DARE - PAL Storage Unit Pies 2 
• DVD ISP Detective Barrett's interview James Cleveland 
• ISP File Cabinet 1 - Wood River Middle School 
1. DARE PAL checks May-June 2009 
2. DARE PAL checks Oct-Dec 2009 
3. DARE PAL checks Oct-Dec 2010 
4. DARE PAL withdrawal 111-23-09 
5. Deffe invoice 1-12-2010 
6. Job Description Deputy II 
7. Non-Profit Tax Letter 
8. Sales Tax Exemption memo 
9. US Bank ATM withdrawal receipts 
10. US Bank Business Statements Dec 2008-Sept 2009 
11. US Bank Business Statements Dec 2011-Feb 2012 
12. US Bank Business Statements Oct 2009-Dec 2009 
13. US Bank Business Statements Oct 2010-Sept 2011 
STATE'S EIGHTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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14. US Bank credit card notification Chad 
15. US Bank deposit receipts 
16. US Bank overdrawn notice August 2010 
17.US Bank Reconciliation Summary April 2012 
18. US Bank Reconciliation Summary December 2010 
19. US Bank Reconciliation Summary December 2011 
20. US Bank Reconciliation Summary February 2012 
21. US Bank Reconciliation Summary January 2012 
22. US Bank Reconciliation Summary January-August 2011 
23. US Bank Reconciliation Summary July 2012 
24. US Bank Reconciliation Summary June 2012 
25. US Bank Reconciliation Summary March 2012 
26. US Bank Reconciliation Summary May 2012 
27. US Bank Reconciliation Summary November 2008 - September 
2009 
28. US Bank Reconciliation Summary November 2010 
29. US Bank Reconciliation Summary October 201 O 
30. US Bank Reconciliation Summary October 2011 
31. US Bank Reconciliation Summary August 2012 
32. US Bank Reconciliation Summary September 2012 
PLEASE NOTE: The remainder of the contents in this box are 
available for review on appointment with Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
Evidence Custodian 
• ISP File Cabinet 2 - Wood River Middle School 
1. ACN receipts November 2009-June 2013 
2. Auto Window Tinging receipt 
3. B&H Photo camera lens #3 receipt 
4. B&H Photo camera lens receipt 
5. B&H Photo camera lens #2 receipt 
6. Backcountry receipt men 
7. Backcountry receipt women 
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8. Bear Advisory Staff Shooter Agreement 
9. Billy Molls Adventures receipt 
1 O. Canon warranty card camcorder 
11. Century Link receipts September 2011-June 2013 
12.Chad Schiermeier's Hunting Adventures 
13. Chad's Resume 2009 
14. County General Fund receipts 2010-2012 
15. Cox webmail elkscouter 
16. DaVinci's receipt 
17. Elbie's receipt 
18. Email from Chelsea Tupper 
19. Equipment inventory 1997 
20. Express Publishing receipt 
21. Garmin receipt 
22. Grim Reaper Pro Staff Contract 2012 
23. Handwritten notes 
24. Hunter's checklist 
25. Hunting magazine subscription 
26. Jane's Artifacts receipts 
27. King's receipts 
28. KUIU Hunting receipt 
29. List of camping equipment 
30. Longhorn Archery form 
31. Lost River Sports receipt 
32. Medical Supplies Equipment confirmation 
33. Medical Supplies Equipment receipt 
34. Outdoor Visions receipt 
35. Payroll receipt 11-01-2004 
36. Photo of truck rim 
37. Primos Reimbursement form 
38. Qwest receipts June, November, December 2009 
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39. Redfish Lodge receipt 
40. REI receipts 
41. Schiermeier Blind Side photo 
42. Sitka Pro Staff Member form 
43. Sitka receipts 
44.Sturtevant's receipt 
45. Sun Valley Animal Center dog receipt 
46. Taxidermy receipt 
47. US Bank Business Statements March 2009 - September 2011 
48. Vanguard Inflatables receipt 
49. Verizon bill 04-08-2011 
50. Verizon bill 08-08-2012 
51. Verizon bill 11-08-2011 
52. Verizon bill 12-08-2009 
53.Verizon bill 12I-08-2010 
54. Verizon bill January 201 O 
55. Verizon Customer Receipts phones 
56. Verizon miscellaneous receipts 
57. Verizon past due Sept 14-Oct 13 
58. Verizon past due Dec 14-Jan 13 
59. Verizon past due Nov 14-Dec 13 
60. Verizon past due2 Sept 14-Oct 13 
61. Wood River Electronics receipt 
62. Yummy Meats receipt 
PLEASE NOTE: The remainder of the contents in this box are 
available for review on appointment with Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
Evidence Custodian 
• ISP File Cabinet 3 - Wood River Middle School - Photographs of the 
contents of box containing File Cabinet 3 which is available for review 
on appointment with Blaine County Sheriff's Office Evidence 
Custodian 
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• ISP File Cabinet 4 - Wood River Middle School 
1. Ashley Hesteness time cards 
2. Board Member By-Laws 
3. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2007 
4. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2008 
5. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2009 with checks and statements 
6. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2009 
7. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2010 
8. DARE-PAL Tax Return 2011 
9. Deffe Invoice DARE-PAL 11-30-10 
10. Grant application 
11. Mountain Express PAL ad 2011-2013 
12. PAL activities 2010 
13.PAL activities 2012 
14. PAL activities 2013 
15. PAL Program Organization Overview 
16. Secretary of State Notices 
17.SRO-PAL Budget 3-1-10 to 9-30-10 
18. SRO-PAL Budget 3-1-10 to 10-30-10 
19. SRO-PAL Budget 3-1-12 to 9-30-12 
20. SRO-PAL Budget 4-1-10 to 9-30-10 
21. SRO-PAL Budget 9-1-11 to 3-30-11 
PLEASE NOTE: The remainder of the contents in this box are 
available for review on appointment with Blaine County Sheriff's Office 
Evidence Custodian 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: N/A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Matt Wyneken 
• Fritz Peters 
• Darsi Cordingley 
• Andy Wunsch 
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• Holly Anderson 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 2760 and 3991. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this /t• "' day of May, 2017. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / {# ~ay of May, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@qmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_ ljand Delivered 
-~-Ov vernight Mail/;d ¥' 
_ Telecopy/ema'il 
Jani~tary 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
) 
) 







Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
Chad Schiermeier 
1410 Evergreen Drive 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
Defendant. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF TRIAL SETTING 
) 






Jonathan P. Brody 
Wednesday,August23,2017 




I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Thursday, 
May 18, 2017. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 
Brody, Butler, Copsey, Crabtree, Schroeder, Shindurling, St. Clair, Stoker, Wildman, Williamson, Wilper and 
Woodland. 
Private Counsel: 
Thomas R. Green 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper WY 82601-6600 
J.O Nicholson Ill 
PO Box 528 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
E-Mailed 'A Hand Delivered --
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
E-Mailed_L Hand Delivered __ 
Dated: Thursday, May 18, 2017 
Jolynn Drage 






STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, lD 833334 
Paper ID: 201700437 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs- PLAINTIFF(S) COURT: 
CASE NO: 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT($) PAPER($) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31 ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 10:09 O'CLOCK A.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
*•*••MARY KIM DEFFE • • • •" 
PERSONALLY AT: 680 N 2NDAVE, KETCHUM ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 0.00 
DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
SHERIFF 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
------------------~=~ BY 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
0.00 
BY 
KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 





Blaine Countv Sheriff 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 P 1 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: May 25, 2017 
MAY 3 0 2017 
ey:tarre.,@:tbO 
Civil Deputy • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: MARY KIM DEFFE 
THOMAS & JOHNSTON CHTD 
680 N. 2ND AVENUE 
KETCHUM, ID 83340 726-9007 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday, September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of climina~rges against you. 
Given under my hand thi 0~ of May, 2017. 
By 
JIM J. THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
fri,Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 




STEVEN M. HARKINS 
{208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700445 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs- PLAINTIFF(S) 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 1:30O'CLOCK P.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY PSF, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS. JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: May 25, 2017 
~~~RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAY 3 0 2017 
By:~@Btr:) 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: GENE RAMSEY 
BELLEVUE, IDAHO 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September Pt, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charge~gainst you. 
Given under my hand this d5 day of May, 2017. 
B~~/4---y JJ.TH0MA7§eN4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
**Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling ol your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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.. .. 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
--VS-
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
PLAINTIFF(S) 
QORIGINAL 
Paper ID: 201700438 
;-·-~-----;:_::.,; -- -~.:·itM.i.u.~· .,;;._-
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
•t· FI~ ~:J)._ph~-·== I 
COURT: BCDC r· JUN O 1 :.11.1 \ 
CASE NO: CR201 032t__.,m~-····-·-·-·-~~_j 
'. JoJ..ynn Dall}IJ, C'9!/.. IJ.'.ft~'! 
PAPER(S) SERVED:! eou,t r.'11 11,ie Cgl,!!,:~J~·'' 
CRIMINAL SUBPOE~···· - . -
DEFENDANT(S) 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31 ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 2:34 O'CLOCK P.M., I, KYLE 0. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
• • • • • DANNA HILLMAN • • • * • 
PERSONALLY AT; 408 S 8TH ST BELLEVUE ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 





Blaine Countv Sheriff 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: {208} 788-5554 
Issued: May 25, 2017 
MAY 3 0 2017 
By:~:~-, IY) 
Ci\iil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: DANNA HILLMAN 
408 S. 8th STREET 
BELLEVUE, ID 83313 720-6039 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday, September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this ;?5~ of May, 2017. 
By~ 9:~ 
JlJ.THOMAS;ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.,,.,Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-VS-
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
PLAINTIFF(S) 
lJOR~GINAL 
Paper ID: 201700443 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
·-Fl[EtY~tt_l,,.ll'-,;1--· -
:::: :.:,0-0a a r J~:•l · ~-;-20V \ L___ ____ ..... 
JoLynn Drage. Clerk Dln1at 
Courl ~l~i;;e Co lesho 
DEFENDANT($) PAPER($) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA •••---•-.~-•A.•~•• 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 10:46 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
* * * * * JO LYNN DRAGE* * * * * 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 
GINGER M. CLEMENT 
RETURNING OFFICER 
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t ~--r ~ ~ "'rJ 11'.'i · 'f [J -.IA_IIU Jl!I :J 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 441 : •'.~~ : ·- . l 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
~~~RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAY 3 0 2017 
Issued: May 2{i)?01~CTD 
Civil Deputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: JOLYNN DRAGE/COUNTY CLERK 
HAND DELIVERED 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
2SU1, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you . 
.....,.; 
Given under my hand this cJc5 day of May, 2017. 
By J~MJ.;449--
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
"Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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_.,,_ 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
n o-~r:! LJ h, r.:,fNAL 
Paper ID: 20 I 700440 
STATE_o! '._°AHO PLANTIFFcsJ ~RT.;.,, =,e-o£flL E O ]J!--r 
' : " , .-.. 1 0 1 ,.,n11 , 
CHADRUSSELLSCHIERMElER \ ! J:.;,·. L:J11 ! 
DEFENDAHT(S) =~ :~~~NA Jt:.;::•iiJ~j~ 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCtlMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 10:38 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON AN AGENT OF 
* * • * * WELLS FARGO BANK-HAILEY * * * * * 
AUTHORIZED BY APPOINTMENT OR BY LAW TO RECEIVE SERVICE OF PROCESS BY DELIVERING A TRUE CORRECT 
COPY THEREOF TO 
• • * • * WELLS FARGO BANK-MIRELLA M • * • • • 
A PERSON OVER THE AGE OF 18 YEARS AT 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
100 S MAIN ST HAILEY ID 




DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 Issued: May 25, 2017 
--~RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine County Sheriff 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
MAY 3 0 2017 
By:}()f;of_@:~ 
Ci\ ;l Oe;:.>uty 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
TO: WELLS FARGO RECORDS CUSTODIAN 
100 N. MAIN STREET 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September Pt, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this~y of May, 2017. 
ByJl~~,?-
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.... Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
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[]ORIGINAL 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
l650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700442 
STATE OF IDAHO 
- VS - PLAINTIFF($) 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017, AT 10:30 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE 0. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON AN AGENT OF 
*****US BANK***** 
AUTHORIZED BY APPOINTMENT OR BY LAW TO RECEIVE SERVICE OF PROCESS BY DELIVERING A TRUE CORRECT 
COPY THEREOF TO 
* * * * * US BANK - MARYBETH LANDES * * * * * 
A PERSON OVER THE AGE OF 18 YEARS AT 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
314 N MAIN ST, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
0.00 
DATED THIS 31ST DAY OF MAY 2017. 





KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 Issued: May 25, 2017 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: US BANK/BETH LANDIS 
314 N. MAIN STREET 
HAILEY, ID 83333 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
4LJi ~ 
~~~RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand this o?6°~y of May, 2017. 
By 9:9/2-
JIM J. THOMAS, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
.. Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788""5545. 
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STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-VS-
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
QORIGINAL 
Paper ID: 201700441 
......... ,,.,,., ·:;;'"'.'•rJ);:,,;.>;,- ................. ·····••c~•·~= ·,'.<·' . :·<~;;:;,~.' .. ,· ~w ~~, .;;,/Oj:,C 
,/ai,EiT:1:d RN o, F ·ts£'. 
' u <:.:\/t_.;.,,,;:,,, ,;~ 
PLAINTIFF(S) COURT: BCDC 
CASE NO: CR2016-03203 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 2ND DAY OF JUNE 2017, AT 10:40 O'CLOCKA.M., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
* * * * * CHUCK TURNER * * * * * 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY PSF, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 2ND DAY OF JUNE 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 
GINGER M. CLEMENT 
RETURNING OFFICER 
239 of 684
'1\ 1 r. I "~.=Qi' I:~, ',j ,·<\!:' f iJ. . . J , 
~ f' . :\ • ffl .· 1:1 . ~ I_, .J ,t;_#J.,j L~c--~ -
._,_, ... _. --· 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 Issued: May 25, 2017 
~~~RECEIVED~~~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAY 3 0 2017 Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
ey:£4~:~ 
· Crvd Deputy 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
TO: CHUCK TURNER 
12136 STATE HIGHWAY 75 
HAILEY, ID 83333 720-4756 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand thisc5l 6~y of May, 2017. 
By J~~44~ 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
-Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 




STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
Paper ID: 201700439 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-VS- PLAINTIFF($) COURT: BCDC 
CASE NO: CR2016-03203 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 1ST DAY OF JUNE 2017, AT 9:16 O'CLOCK AM., I, KYLE D. GREEN, BEING DULY 
AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
* * * * * JOHN DAVID DAVIDSON * * * * * 
PERSONALLY AT: COUNTY ANNEX BDLG HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2NDAVE SOUTH STE 100 




DATED THIS 1ST DAY OF JUNE 2017. 




KYLE D. GREEN 
SERVING OFFICER 




Bld.lne Countv Sheriff 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Issued: May 25, 2017 
MAY 3 0 2017 
By: ~~w 
Civil Deputy 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
TO: JOHN DAVID DAVIDSON, COUNTY TREASURER 
HAND DELIVERED 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday, September Pt, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal charges against you. 
Given under my hand thisaS~y of May, 2017. 
By o., ~2 
JIM J. THOMAS; SBN4415 
.. 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
**Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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;a + .,.. __ _ 
STEVEN M. HARKINS 
(208) 788-5563 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs-
BLAINE COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
1650 AVIATION DRIVE 
HAILEY, ID 833334 
PLAINTIFF(S) COURT: BCDC 
QOR:GINAL 
Paper ID: 201700444 
CASE NO: CR2016-03203 
CHAD RUSSELL SCHIERMEIER 
DEFENDANT(S) PAPER(S) SERVED: 
CRIMINAL SUBPOENA 
I, STEVEN M. HARKINS, SHERIFF OF BLAINE COUNTY, STATE THAT THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS WERE 
DELIVERED TO ME FOR SERVICE ON THE 30TH DAY OF MAY 2017. 
I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT, ON THE 1ST DAY OF JUNE 2017, AT 11:12 O'CLOCKA.M., I, GINGER M. CLEMENT, BEING 
DULY AUTHORIZED, SERVED THE ABOVE DESCRIBED DOCUMENTS IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER UPON 
••••*KAREN BELLON***** 
PERSONALLY AT: BLAINE COUNTY PSF, HAILEY ID 
WITHIN THE COUNTY OF BLAINE, STATE OF IDAHO. 
SHERIFF'S FEES: 
TOTAL COLLECTED TO DATE: 
AMOUNT UNCOLLECTED: 
THOMAS, JIM J-CO PROS 
201 2ND AVE SOUTH STE 1 DO 




DATED THIS 1ST DAY OF JUNE 2017. 




GINGER M. CLEMENT 
SERVING OFFICER 
GINGER M. CLEMENT 
RETURNING OFFICER 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
Issued: May 25, 2017 
~~~AECEIVED~~~4'-t~ 
Blaine Countv Sheriff 
MAY 3 0 2017 
By: ~:B?t, 
CMJoeputy 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
SUBPOENA- NEW DATES 
TO: KAREN BELLON 
2514 WOODSIDE BLVD. 
HAILEY, ID 83333 788-3048 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear before the District Court of the Fifth 
Judicial Court of the State of Idaho in its Courtroom in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, beginning on Wednesday, August 23rd through Friday, August 
25th, 2017, and Wednesday, August 30th through Friday September 1st, 2017, at the hour of 
9:00 a.m., or until excused by the Court, as a witness for the State of Idaho in the above-captioned 
action. 
Type of Hearing: JURY TRIAL 
Be advised that a failure to comply with this subpoena could result in a finding of contempt by the 
Court and/or the filing of criminal c~arg~inst you. 
Given under my hand this~ day of May, 2017. 
By JIM~S,£.;1?L 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
""'Please contact Janis Nelson at the Blaine County Pl'O$ecuting Attorney's Office to discuss the 
scheduling of your court appearance at (208) 788-5545. 
SUBPOENA - Page 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208)788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S NINTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible objects: 
STATE'S NINTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• Statement regarding items removed from the Wood River Middle School 
by Lt. Bryan Carpita 
• Statement - Wood River Middle School File Cabinet by Lt. Bryan Carpita 
• Affidavit of Probable Cause for Search Warrant Wood River Middle School 
File Cabinet 
• Search Warrant Wood River Middle School File Cabinet 
• Return of Search Warrant Addendum Wood River Middle School File 
Cabinet 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: NIA. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 3992 and 4002. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this 2,G'<' day of June, 2017. 
STATE'S NINTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2/o 7ay of June, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ _9Yernight Mail 
~ elecopy/email 
STATE'S NINTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 3 
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07-20-'17 08:44 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208)734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307)333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
208-735-4800 T-576 P0001/0002 F-053 
FILED A.M.---+-r--...;.;._,,;_.;.._:P.M.,.,._ ___ _ 
JUL20~ , . 
. ___J I ,.,ofvnn Or.age'' l····"' iY-.••'ct 
Court 8\'!;i1~~0·,~•;_:_~!:~'.:/.(_, _j 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-2016·3203 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 




CHAD SCHIERMEIER, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
TO: THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY OF BLAINE COUNTY 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho Criminal 





07-20-'17 08:44 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-576 P0002/0002 F-053 
1. A written summary or report of any testimony that the state intends to introduce 
pursuant to Rules 702, 703 or 705 of the Idaho Rules of Evidence at trial or heai:ing. 
The summary provided must describe the witness's opinions. the facts and data for 
those opinions, and the witness's qualifications. 
2. The addresses of all persons who may be called as witnesses at the trial. 




Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
By: J. O Nicholson III 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this ~ day of July, 2017 by the following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 l st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Etnail: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
2 
[X] U.S. MAIL 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue S., Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILEDAM .. 'tt-_.,..,,..__ 
JUL 2 4 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF INTENT TO OFFER 
EXPERT TESTIMONY PURSUANT TO 
IRE 702, 703 AND ICR 16(b)(7) 
Plaintiff State of Idaho hereby gives Notice of Intent to Offer Expert Testimony 
pursuant to IRE 702 and 703 and ICR 16(b)(7) for the following witness. The State 
intends to call and has previously disclosed Linda Czemerys, a forensic accountant. 
Further the State intends to seek admission of previously disclosed evidence regarding 
financial transaction history for the PAL/DARE bank accounts. Specifically, Ms. 
Czemerys will testify as to the transaction date, payer, payee, transaction detail and 
amounts for the disclosed accounts, (see attached State's Exhibit 1, includes curriculum 
vitae). 
The State has complied with the requirements of IRE 705 and ICR 16(b)(7) and 
previously disclosed the data and appropriate documents to the defense. 
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DATEDthis '2.1 dayofJuly,2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this M:~ of July, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-660 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered = Overnight Mail · r.J 
_ Telecopy/..,{U"'f ~ 
on, Legal Secretary 
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GENERAL SUMMARY: 
FINANCIAL EXPERT WITNESS REPORT 
Chad Schiermeier 
Prepared by: Linda Czemerys 
July 24, 2017 
In December of 2015 I was contacted by Detective Donahue with Idaho State Police to review records 
with regards to Chad Schiermeier (Schiermeier) and Blaine County Sheriff's Office Police Activities 
League (PAL). These records consisted of US Bank records for PAL Acct #8338 for the time period of 
December 2008 thru October 31, 2015; Wells Fargo records for Schiermeier Acct #'s 1119 (checking) and 
8874 (savings) for the time period of April 27, 2012 thru November 2015; Wells Fargo records for Chad 
and Cori Schiermeier Acct #4998 for the time period of January 2009 thru April 30, 2012; Pioneer 
Fed era I Credit Union records for Chad and Cori Schiermeier Acct #1799 for the time period of January 
2009 thru December 8, 2015; Pioneer Federal Credit Union records for Cori Schiermeier Acct #9874 for 
the time period of March 4, 2013 thru June 15, 2015; and Zions Bank records for Cori Schiermeier Acct's 
#2278 (checking) and #3081 (savings) for the time period of August 31, 2012 thru June 15, 2015. 
Other records reviewed were Blaine County Sheriff's Office time sheets for Schiermeier, PAL records, 
Department of Labor records, Decree of Divorce and other divorce filings, Express Publishing Inc. 
records, Idaho State Police report, Storage Plus records, audio recordings of interviews with 
Schiermeier, records obtained by Blaine County from storage unit at Storage Plus, records found at the 
school regarding PALS, receipts, etc. This is a written report of the work performed for Blaine County 
Prosecutor's Office. 
WORK PERFORMED: 
From the bank records reviewed, I prepared detailed spreadsheets per account listing out the deposited 
items and what the deposits consisted of. I also prepared detailed spreadsheets listing out the 
expenditures from each account; checks written, debits transacted, and withdrawals. There are 
spreadsheets for each of the accounts mentioned above. 
A more detailed spreadsheet was compiled for the Wells Fargo PALS Account #8338. Columns were 
added to show when PALS activities occurred and when Schiermeier was on leave. This spreadsheet 
was then color coded to show when deposits were made, when cash was withdrawn from the account, 
when cash was deposited into the account, and when unauthorized purchases were made out of this 
account. Unauthorized purchases were determined by the receipts for the purchases and whether the 
items related to any of the PALS activities. 
Numerous other spreadsheets were made from the original spreadsheets by sorting/grouping. These 
spreadsheets are used to show total currency being withdrawn from the PALS Account #8338, total 
deposits into PALS Account #8338, total withdrawals from PALS Account #8338, etc. This 




I ., ______ _ 
253 of 684
sorting/grouping was completed for all the bank accounts with the exception of Zions Bank Accounts 
and the Pioneer Federal Credit Union Accounts. 
See the spreadsheets for a more detailed review of work performed. All records were reviewed to assist 
in finding all bank accounts, expenses, and to determine the financial situation of Schiermeier during the 
time period of 2009 thru 201S. 




Invisible Hand Consulting LLC 
Linda.Czemerys@outlook.com 
PROFILE: Linda Czemerys is a private consultant who specializes in forensic accounting, financial 
investigations and money laundering investigations. Linda was a Special Agent with the Internal 
Revenue Service, Criminal Investigation Division (IRS/CID) for twenty two years. Prior to becoming a 
Special Agent, Linda was a Revenue Agent for the Internal Revenue Service for over four years. In 2010 
Linda retired from IRS/CID and began her consulting career. Linda's first consulting job was working for 
Madison and Associates. Madison hired Linda to train the four newly hired Special Agents in the Boise 
Field Office. This contract was completed in the summer of 2012. In the fall of 2012, the United States 
Attorney's Office (USAO) hired Linda as a forensic accountant and expert witness in the US vs. 
Overstreet case. In January of 2013, Linda was hired by the USAO as an expert witness in the Sandoval 
et al investigation, which lasted for two years. Currently Linda is under contract with the Idaho State 
Police as a forensic accountant on a case by case basis. 
EDUCATION: 
High School: Graduated Reedsport High School, Reedsport, Oregon in 1977 
College: Graduated Southern Oregon State University, Ashland, Oregon in 1984 with a Bachelor of 
Science in Business Administration with an Emphasis in Accounting 
SPECIALIZED TRAINING: 
Revenue Agent Training Phases I. II. Ill. and IV 
Phase I is auditing individuals; Phase II is auditing small business (Schedule C's); Phase Ill is 
auditing corporations; Phase IV is auditing partnerships. All Phases of Revenue Agent were 
successfully completed between the years 1984 -1987. 
Other training received while a Revenue Agent are: 
• Revenue Agent On the Job Instructor Training 
• Instructor Training Course 
• Courtroom Procedures Training 
• Expert Witness Training 
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center (FLETC) - Graduated from FLETC in 1989 
FLETC is an accredited training academy for federal law enforcement. Training courses 
completed at FLETC are as follows: 
• Criminal Investigator Training Program (CITP) - This training consisted of interviewing, 
surveillance, criminal case management, legal training, physical techniques and 
1 
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conditioning, tactical training, firearms, vehicle handling skills, grand jury and trial 
testimony. 
• Special Agent Investigative Techniques (SAIT) - This training consisted of digital 
evidence, computer investigative techniques, electronic surveillance techniques, 
forensic sciences, undercover operations, special investigative techniques, asset 
forfeiture, methods of proof, sources of information, informants, investigative writing, 
trial preparation and testifying. 
• Physical Fitness Coordinator Training 
• Advanced Special Agent Training 
Other training with the Criminal Investigation Division of IRS are: 
• Undercover Shopping Training 
• Supervisory Special Agent Training 
PROFESSIONAL BACKGROUND: Linda began her career with the IRS in Anchorage, Alaska in 1984 as a 
Revenue Agent. During her time as a Revenue Agent she audited numerous individuals, sole 
proprietorships, corporations, and partnerships. As a Revenue Agent, Linda developed skills on verifying 
income and expenses on all types of federal income tax returns. Linda also acquired the skills of 
determining unreported income and looking for false deductions. Later on in her Revenue Agent career, 
Linda took on the responsibility and leadership role of being an On the Job Instructor for the new hired 
Revenue Agents in Anchorage. Linda also worked as a Cooperating Revenue Agent in which she assisted 
IRS/CID in their investigation of a large scale public corruption case. Linda wa.s a Revenue Agent from 
June of 1984 till September of 1988. 
In 1988 Linda became a Special Agent with IRS/CID in Anchorage, Alaska where she was involved in 
investigations of failure to file federal tax returns, false tax returns, false statements, failure to pay 
taxes, and assisted in numerous drug investigations. Becoming a special agent perfected her skills in 
discovering unreported income, finding undisclosed sources of income, determining false deductions, 
tracking money as wells as purchases, etc. In 1993 Linda transferred to the Bend, Oregon Post of Duty 
(POD), which was a one agent POD covering all of Eastern Oregon. Linda quickly partnered with the 
local law enforcement in their fight against drugs, as well as the Federal agencies in the area. While in 
Bend, Oregon Linda investigated cases involving false tax returns, identity theft, Ponzi schemes, money 
laundering, mail fraud, conspiracy, and forfeiture. Linda was a Special Agent in the field from September 
of 1988 through June of 2006, when she went into management. 
After working in the field as a Special Agent for eighteen years, Linda became a Supervisory Special 
Agent for the Boise Field Office where Linda managed a group of Special Agents and support staff. Linda 
was responsible for planning, directing and coordinating the work of special agents engaged in the 
conduct of investigations of varying levels of difficulty and complexity. These cases ranged from money 
laundering schemes, Bank Secrecy Act crimes, criminal tax schemes and other financial crimes for which 
the IRS/CID has investigative responsibility. Linda was also the representative of the IRS/CID in the state 
of Idaho dealing with the United States Attorney's Office, DEA, ATF, Customs, and all other federal 
agencies, as well as state and local law enforcement. Linda provided management oversight of key 
criminal investigation programs, examples include: Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force 
2 
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(OCDETF), Suspicious Activity Report (SAR), Bankruptcy Fraud, and Mortgage Fraud. Linda was a 
Supervisory Special Agent from June of 2006 through the end of October 2010. 
During her law enforcement career, Linda has worked on over 100 investigations involving financial 
crimes and various aspects of money laundering. She has worked on joint investigations with other 
Federal agencies as well as state and local law enforcement. Many of investigations Linda conducted 
involved the determination of unreported income either from a legal source or illegal source. Linda 
became an expert in looking at the facts of a case, reviewing all evidence available, and using the 
appropriate method of proof to determine unreported income. If the unreported income was from an 
illegal source, then forfeiture proceedings would also be implemented. This was determined on a case 
by case basis with each case being unique. 
Linda retired from the Federal Government on October 31, 2010. After retiring she had the opportunity 
to return as an On the Job Instructor, in a contractor position with Madison and Associates, to train the 
new Special Agents in the Boise Field Office. Linda was assigned four new trainees and assisted these 
new agents in perfecting their skills as investigators from report writing, interview skills, determining 
unreported income, identification of false documents, to testifying in grand jury and other court related 
matters. Linda documented the progress of the new agents in their performance journals until they 
successfully completed their training manuals. 
After completing her contract with Madison and Associates, Linda was then asked to consult for the 
United States Attorney's Office (USAO) as a forensic accountant and expert witness in the US vs. 
Overstreet case. During this investigation Linda analyzed seized records, bank records, border crossings 
records, etc. to determine unreported income from the defendant's bar, calculate illegal gambling 
income from the defendant's bar, and track the money laundering proceeds from the illegal activity. 
Linda prepared numerous spreadsheets, charts and graphs, which were presented at the defendant's 
sentencing hearing {the defendant pied guilty). Linda was qualified in U.S District Court as an expert in 
forensic accounting and money laundering and testified at the hearing regarding the financial aspects of 
the case, assets of the defendant, and monies moving to a foreign country. The facts presented to the 
Judge through these charts and graphs assisted in the Judge's final restitution order and lengthy 
sentence. 
At the end of 2014, Linda completed a two-year contract with the Department of Justice as an expert 
witness for the USAO on another investigation involving the determination of unknown source(s) of 
funds and money laundering. Linda reviewed over 90 boxes of evidence seized from several defendants 
which constitutes over 10,000 documents. Linda inventoried these records and the inventories were 
used for discovery purposes. Linda also reviewed records seized and obtained from two 
bookkeepers/tax preparers of the defendants, the Idaho State Tax Commission, subpoenaed records, 
memorandums of interviews, etc. In determining if there is an unknown source of income in this 
investigation; Linda used a computation known as the Source and Application of Funds Method. This 
method compares the known sources of funds of the defendant to the known applications (spending) of 
funds to determine if there are more applications versus sources. If there are more applications of 
funds than sources of funds, then there must be another source of funds, which is termed as "Income 
from Unknown Source." 
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This investigation was a drug case being worked by DEA, IRS, and local law enforcement. When 
preparing for trial numerous witnesses could not be located or had memory issues. Both defendants 
were offered pleas, charging them with conspiracy to evade taxes. These pleas were a direct result of 
the work Linda completed in this investigation. 
Currently Linda is in her second year contracting with the Idaho State Police {ISP) in which she provides 
forensic accounting services on a case by case basis. 
PROFESSIONAL HONORS AND RECOGNITION: 
IRS Special Act Awards 
IRS/CID Special Act Awards 
IRS/CID Manager Awards 
IRS/CID Performance Awards 
IRS/CID Sustained Superior Performance Award 
United States Attorney's plaque and letters for appreciation of outstanding service 
Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task Force (OCDETF) Award for Special Achievement: 2009 
Management Performance Awards - 2007, 2008 and 2009 
U.S. Treasury Department Albert Gallatin Award for Distinguished Service - 2010 
SECURITY CLEARANCE: 
Top Secret (possibly expired) 
ORGANIZATIONS: 
Association of Former Special Agents 
Federal Law Enforcement Officers Association 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S TENTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Curriculum Vitae Linda Czemerys 
STATE'S TENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• Financial Expert Witness Report prepared by Linda Czemerys dated July 
24th 2017 
' 
• Monies Misappropriated US Bank Account #8338 prepared by Linda 
Czemerys 
• Unauthorized purchases US Bank Account #8338 prepared by Linda 
Czemerys 
• Addresses for Witnesses List 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: N/A. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4003 and 4026. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this '1.., S day of July, 2017. 
~~~ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S TENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ;:l,.5 day of July, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated 
below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ gvemight Mail 
_.......-;_e llecopy/email 
~egal Secretary 












IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Pretrial Conference 
Hearing date: 8/1/2017 
Time: 2:34 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green . 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas 
Mr. Green present by phone. 
State present. 
Court introduces the case. 
State is prepared for trial. 
Mr. Green agrees, preparing for trial. 
Court- if a unique instruction is being asked for it needs to be submitted and 
ruled on. 
State-witness subpoenas 
Mr. Green agrees to question a witness at the same time so that they can be 
excused. 
Mr. Green comment on possibly needing to call Mr. Fredback as a witness. 
State responds. 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court- double hearsay 
State comments on timing call first witness on 2nd day of trial. 
Court will have 100 jurors called 
State requests 1 alternate juror 
Mr. Green agrees 
Court reviews jury selection, sets final status for 8/22/17 at 3:30pm and any 
pretrial motions. 
Mr. Green comments on the theory of defense. 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 1 
262 of 684
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
vs. 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 
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Jolynn Drage. Clerk Oi;;tnc/ J 







Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
Chad Schiermeier 
1410 Evergreen Drive 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
Defendant. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above-entitled case is hereby set for: 
Motion Tuesday, August 22, 2017 03:30 PM 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of this Notice of Hearing entered by the Court and 
on file in this office. I further certify that copies of this Notice were served as follows on this date Wednesday, 
August 2, 2017. 
ALTERNATE JUDGES: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned to this case intends to utilize 
the provisions of I.C.R. 25 (a)(6). Notice is also given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification 
pursuant to I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The panel of alternate 
judges consists of the following judges who have otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, 
Brody, Butler, Copsey, Crabtree, Elgee, Schroeder, Shindurling, St. Clair, Stoker, Wildman, and Wilper. 
Defendant: Chad Schiermeier 
Private Counsel: 
Thomas R. Green 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper WY 82601-6600 
Mailed i..,----- Hand Delivered --
Mailed 1,e---:-- Hand Delivered __ 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas Blaine County Prosecutor 
Mailed Hand Delivered ~ --
Dated: Wednesday. August 2. 2017 
Jolynn Drage 




08-04-' 17 09:19 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 
J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307)333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
208-735-4800 T-814 P0002/0003 F-123 
FILED ~ .. M_.---·----
AUG - 4 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TI-IE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





) Case No. CR-2016u3203 
) 
) 







TO: THE PROSECUTING ATTORNEY OF BLAINE COUNTY 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned pursuant to Rule 16(a) and (b)(4) of the 
Idaho Criminal Rules requests the specific discovery and inspection of the following 
information, evidence and materials: 
1 
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1. Any written performance evaluations of defendant by the Blaine County Sheriffs 
Office during defendant's employment by the Sheriffs Office. 
DATED this l/fu day of August, 2017. 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice Co nsel 






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 




Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
2 
[X] U.S. MAIL 





Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FI LED ~-~::t:S?l=J 
~uG -a ~o~ l 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: THE DEFENDANT AND HIS ATTORNEY OF RECORD 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16, requests for discovery 
and inspection the following information, evidence and materials: 
trial. 
1. The names and addresses of all witnesses the defendant intends to call at 
DATED this '[) day of August, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY AND DEMAND FOR ALIBI - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _bay of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, WY 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILED A.M,~~ 
P.M.~~.;,i.___i 
fuG ~9 ;Ot7 J 
'{f lynn Dr{!ge, Clerk District 
ourt Blame County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Idaho State Police Supplemental Report #27 of Jerod Sweesy 
STATE'S ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• Idaho State Police Supplemental Report #27 of Jerod Sweesy -
REDACTED 
• Performance Evaluations for Chad Schiermeier for 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015 
(the Sheriff's Office does not have any other evaluations) 
• CD trial spreadsheets prepared by Linda Czemerys: 
1. Misappropriated Funds 
2. Unauthorized Expenditures 
3. US Bank PALS account 
4. Wells Fargo Chad 
5. Wells Fargo Joint 
6. Zions Bank 
• CD Transcript of Bryan Carpita's interviews with Schiermeier November 16, 
2015 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Davilyn Payne, Naegeli Transcript Records Custodian 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4027 and 4059. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this ::J day of August, 2017. 
/lv(~ 0z 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this Cf day of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
_ H_,9nd Delivered 
~vernight MaiV f?e<! ex 
_ Telecopy/email 
/4isNetson, Legal Secretary 
STATE'S ELEVENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 3 
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.. , 
J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
220· 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208)734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307)333~3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
208-735-4800 T-635 P0002/0004 F-158 
ILED ~-~_-' -
hUJ 1 1 2017 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Coutt Blaine Coun , Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 















Case No. CR-2016-32O3 
DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO STATE'S 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY DATED 8/08/2017 
FOR DEFENDANrs WllNESS LIST 
Thomas R. Green. Attorney Pro Hae Vice for defendant Chad Schienneier, submits the 
following response to the State's request for discovery dated Aug. 8,2017. 
I. The defendant adopts the same witnesses with addresses as set forth in the State,s · 
witness list and addresses which defendant filed July 25. 2017 in its Tenth 
Supplemental Response To Discovery. and incorporates said witnesses and addresses 
1 
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he1·ein as though ful1y set forth. These are the witnesses which are the subject of the 
parties' agreement that the defendant can rely on the list of witnesses desired by both 
the State and the defense without the necessity of duplicate subpoenas being served 
upon them by the defense, and that the State will subpoena such witnesses and will 
not release them unless agreed to by the defense. 
2. In addition to the foregoing witnesses, the defense intends to subpoena and call the 
following witnesses at trial: 
Clayton Neilson, 610 Monroe Street, Kimberly, Idaho 83341 
Fred Trinkle, 36 W. 420 N., Shoshone, Idaho 83352 
Gina Cey. 240 Sunrise Ranch Road, Belview, Idaho 83313 
Sherry Kirkland, 9 Hillside Ranch Road, Belview, Idaho 83313 
George Breitsameter, 332 N. Broadmore #102, Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Wayne Clayton, 201 N. River Street, Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Chad Schiermeier, 1410 Evergreen, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
Tom Schiermeier, 2505 Laurie Lane, Twin Falls. Idaho 83301 
Cory' Moyesi 805 W. Evening Star, Boise, Idaho 83709 
DATED thi~ __J1Th day of August, 2017. 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice sel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this l {fuday of August, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 l st Avenue South, Suite 20 I 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
3 
[Kl U.S. MAIL 




Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILE 
~~6_1 \ ~11] 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S lWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant N/A. 
3. Defendant's prior record: N/A. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• CD jail phone calls Mini-Cassia facility 
STATE'S TWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 1 
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• CD Audio and transcript of Carpita-Schiermeier interview 11-16-15 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: N/A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Davilyn Payne, Naegeli Transcript Records Custodian 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4060 and 4061. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing . . ~ 
DATED this \~ day of August, 2017. 
Matthe 
Blaine 
STATE'S lWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this J 4';; of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
~might Mail r-et:f... EjC 
1'f elecopy/email / 
STATE'S TWELFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 3 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208)788-5554 
-FILED~--~ zjiiiP 
~AUG 16 20~ 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
__ co_urt Blaine Co'-!r,_ty,. Idaho,._ . 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S THIRTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Invoice from Campbell Resources, Inc., for camera equipment $582.59 
STATE'S THIRTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• CD Audio phone calls made by Lt. Bryan Carpita to Chad Schiermeier and 
audio recording of termination meeting with Asst. Chief Steve Harkins 
• Inventory of Chad Schiermeier's equipment by Capt. Curtis Miller dated 
12/08/15 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Detective Mike Abaid, BCSO 
• Records Custodian, Mini-Cassia County Jail 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4062 and 4066. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this /(,-/1 day of August, 2017. 
(/),,, / 
/IV l 
Matth Fredbac , ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S THIRTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / Q 'iiay of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
✓overnight Mail f-<lrf t:;c-
- Telecopy/email 
Janis Nelson, Legal Secretary 
STATE'S THIRTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 3 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Ave. South, Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333-0756 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
-FILED~ 
f AUG 1 7 ~017 ] 
L.. -
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S WITNESS LIST 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, provides the following State's Witness List: 
(1) Detective Mike Abaid, BCSO 
(2) Lt. Bryan Carpita, BCSO 
(3) James Cleveland 
(4) Linda Czemerys 
(5) Danna Hillman 
(6) Davilyn Payne 
(7) Mary Kim Deffe 
(8) Chief Walt Femling, SVPD 
(9) Fritz Peters 
(10) Gene Ramsey 
(11) Detective Jerod Sweesy, ISP 
(12) Jolynn Drage 
STATE'S WITNESS LIST - 1 
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-. 
(13) Karen Bellon 
(14) Mary Beth Landis, US Bank Records Custodian 
(15) Chuck Turner 
~ 
Dated this 4 day of August, 2017. 
STATE'S WITNESS LIST - 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this / l ~ of August, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
STATE'S WITNESS LIST - 3 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered = Overnight Mail ~ /) 
_ Telecopj~ ~ 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 





Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
---9E'!_rt Blaine County, Idaho -
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S FOURTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant N/A. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
• Affidavit Campbell Resources - Johanna Ackerman, Records Custodian 
STATE'S FOURTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 1 
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• IRS Acceptance Letter 
• IRS Non-Profit Application 
• DARE/PAL Tax Return 2012 
• DARE/PAL Tax Return 2014 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Records Custodian Campbell Resources 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4067 and 4108. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately S,?f-tact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this _J1 day of August, 2017. 
STATE'S FOURTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this /2~Y of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 













IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 8/22/2017 
Time: 5:44 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court introduces the case. 
State (Fred back) on for trial. Agrees Tuesday would be preferable to start the 
trial again next week. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green agrees to adding Tuesday to the trail days. 
State(Fredback) believes the State will rest on Wed. and get it to the Jury by 
Thursday. 
State(Fredback) inquires about individual voir dire. 
Mr. Green is agreeable to what the Court wants. 
Court- if individual questioning is needed a juror can be questioned in another 
courtroom. 
State(Fredback) comments on witnesses 
Mr. Green needs until tomorrow morning to decide what witnesses are needed 
of the State's witnesses. 
State(Fredback) can help counsel to schedule witnesses. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green inquires about ICR 18 
Court comments. 
State (Fredback) willing to have a conversation, but time is an issue. 
Court comments 
Recess 
COURT MINUTES 1 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FILED ~.-~J:;a? 
~ AUG 2 2 20~ 
Jolynn urage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, Idaho 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S FIFTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
STATE'S FIFTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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·, 
• Pertinent Personnel and DARE/PAL Documents - remaining personnel 
file available for review upon request 5. Reports of examinations 
and tests: NI A. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: NIA. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4109 and 4143. The Defendant is 
advised to immediately co~ office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this ;2) day of August, 2017. 
Blaine 
STATE'S FIFTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF siVICE 
I 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2d day of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
✓ Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy/email 
~Legal Secretary 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-3203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearini' type: Jury Trial DAY 1 
Hearing date: 8/23/2017 
Time: 9:30 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Andrea, Heidi 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Court introduces case. Parties present and ready to proceed. 
Juror Shana Koch present with children. Court previously excused her. 
Clerk calls roll of prospective jurors. 
Court introduces court staff and parties involved in this case. Court introduces 
case; gives jury instructions. 
Clerk swears entire panel under oath. Clerk calls initial jury panel of 27 jurors. 
Court excuses jurors David Hipp, Cooper Dean, Timothy Bailey, Amy Elle, 
Eduardo Ambriz and Brenda Spackman 
Initial Jury Panel comprised of Stephen McCandlesss, Terry Chester, Amber 
Acker-Sanborn, Stephen Geoffrion, Kevin Wayt, Darin Parke, Jeff Jermunson, 
Amy Davie, John Kelley, Markos Marzouca, Brian Beth, Rachel Perkins, Dain 
Hamilton, Lawrence Mayle, Charles Greenslade, Red Anderson, Teresa Storey, 
Tryntje Van Slyke, Cristian Gonzalez, Leslie Dow, Mona Brooks, Austin Krenz, 
Sean Brown, Kiana Chapman, Kevin Ware, Darby Lewis and Wayne Martin. 
Court becins voir dire, 
Juror Markos Marzouca, employed at Blaine County Sheriffs Office, co-worker 
with Defendant. Juror cannot be impartial. Court excuses Markos Marzouca. 
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Clerk calls April Torres. 
Juror Teresa Storey knows the Defendant. She is employed with the School 
District. Juror Tryntje Van Slyke knows the Defendant. Also employed at School 
District. 
Court continues voir dire examination of panel. 
Juror Brian Beth is prejudiced against a party in this case. Court questions and 
excuses juror. Clerk calls Karla Wysong. Court questions juror. 
Juror Darin Parke has read about this case in newspaper. Court questions juror. 
He can be impartial. Juror Amy Davie feels she is biased by what she has read. 
Court excuses Ms. Davie. Clerk calls John Curnow. Court questions juror. 
10.27 Juror Lawrence Mayle has knowledge of case through media, would have hard 
time being impartial. Court excuses Mr. Mayle. Clerk calls Kathy Parkinson. 
Court questions Ms. Parkinson. She is employed for Blaine County School 
District; knows Defendant's daughter. She cannot be impartial. Court excuses 
Ms. Parkinson. Clerk calls Rushany Jermunson. 
She does not understand much English. Court excuses juror Ms. Jermunson. 
10.32 Recess 
10.53 Back on record 
Court addresses juror #232 John Osenga, who is not on the struck panel. He is 
over  and is requesting to be excused. Court excuses juror. 
Juror Jeff Jermunson has a surgery planned on August 31st• Court excuses juror. 
Clerk calls Antonio Diaz Block and Sarah Allen. Court questions new jurors. 
10.59 Court continues voir dire of panel re: knowledge of case. 
Juror Darin Parke feels biased. Court excuses juror. Clerk calls Dena Deckard. 
Court questions juror. She used to work for Sheriffs Office and her daughter 
was involved in D.A.R.E./P.A.L. program. She is also ill and on medication. Court 
excuses juror. 
Clerk calls Ronald Jelaco. Court questions juror. He knows Mr. Fred back and 
can be impartial. 
Court continues voir dire of panel re: knowledge of parties, attorneys and 
COURT MINUTES 2 
291 of 684
COURT MINUTES 3 
witnesses. Juror Kevin Wayt knows Mike Abaid through his employment. Juror 
Van Slyke knows James Cleveland. Juror Mona Brooks-witness Dana Hillman is 
her sister. Court excuses juror Mona Brooks. Clerk calls Stephanie Serrano. 
Juror Serrano has hardship; employed as hair stylist. Court excuses juror. Clerk 
calls Murel Stephens. Court questions juror. 
Juror Storey knows Walt Femling's kids. Juror Dow also knows Walt Femling. 
Juror Van Slyke and Juror Storey know Fritz Peters. Counsel would like to do 
individual voir dire of these 2 jurors. Juror Sarah Allen also knows him but can 
be impartial. 
Juror Leslie Dow knows Gene Ramsey and can be impartial. Juror Van Slyke 
knows witness Karen Bellon. Juror Mr. McCandless knows Mary Beth Landis 
professionally and can be impartial. Juror Acker-Sanborn knows Chuck Turner. 
She feels she may be biased due to her knowledge of him and what she has read. 
Court excuses Juror Acker-Sanborn. Clerk calls Michael Healy. 
Court questions Juror Healy. He made donations to the D.A.R.E./P.A.L. program 
in 2014 and 2015. He can be impartial. He also knows Chuck Turner; worked 
with him at the high school. 
Mr. Thomas advises Court that Mr. Healy's name appears on some of their 
exhibits as a donor. Court excuses juror. 
Clerk calls Gary Brower. Court questions juror; he knows a lot of the witnesses 
through employment. His boss is JoLynn Drage. Juror believes he can be 
impartial. 
Jurors Dow, Van Slyke and Storey know Chuck Turner and can be impartial. 
Jurors Brower, Hamilton and Dow know John David Davidson. Jurors Van Slyke, 
Storey, Allen know Fred Trinkle and can be impartial. Jurors Van Slyke and 
Storey also know Gina Cey. Jurors Allen, Perkins, Dow, Van Slyke and Storey 
know Brad Gelskey. 
Court questions jurors re: hardship. Juror Greenslade has financial hardship. 
Court excuses juror. Juror Rachel Perkins has financial hardship. She has 2 
children she supports. Court excuses juror. Juror Hamilton states his wife is 
pregnant in her 3rd trimester and it is a high risk pregnancy. He also runs a 
small business in Ketchum. Court leaves juror on panel. Juror Allen has 
financial hardship and cough. Juror Jelaco has job interview in Pocatello. Juror 
Chester is self-employed, financial hardship. Court excuses juror. Juror Red 
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Anderson works in asphalt with his father. Court excuses juror. 
Clerk calls Wesley Moore, Sarah Caballero, Pedro Contreras Lozano and 
Matthew Conover. 
Court will take lunch recess at this time. All jurors need to return at 1:45 p.m. 
Court and counsel will do individual voir dire of Jurors Brower, Storey and Van 
Slyke at 1:25 p.m. Court would like to speak with Juror Du Pont, who appeared 
late. Court admonishes jurors. 
12.06 Court excuses jurors for lunch recess. 
Court questions Juror Du Pont. She missed the video; she did hear the 
witnesses' names. 
Mr. Thomas is agreeable to excusing her since she has missed a lot of the 
questions. Mr. Green leaves decision to the Court's discretion. Juror has the 
time and believes she can be an impartial juror. Mr. Fredback suggests she come 
back and remain in the gallery and can be questioned if her name is called. 
12.09 Recess for lunch. 
1.41 Back on record in Courtroom 3 
Court explains purpose of individual voir dire; admonishes jurors. 
Juror Teresa Storey questioned by Mr. Thomas. Juror explains information she 
read in the media and discussions with coworkers at the school. She can be fair 
and objective to both parties in this case. 
Mr. Green has no questions. Nothing further, juror steps down. 
Juror Van Slyke questioned by Mr. Thomas. Juror explains information she has 
read or heard about this case and interactions with possible witnesses. She can 
be fair and objective to both parties in this case. 
Mr. Green has no questions. Juror steps down. 
Juror Gary Brower questioned by Mr. Thomas. Juror explains information he 
knows about this case. Juror speaks of employment relationship with former 
secretary at the prosecutor's office. 
Court questions if juror can follow the Court's instruction re: not investigating 
the case or parties involved. Juror can follow the instruction. 
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Mr. Green questions juror. 
1.59 Mr. Green and Mr. Fredback comment on Court's voir dire re: knowledge of 
attorneys. 
Court comments to Defendant re: negotiations and attorneys meeting in 
chambers yesterday. 
2.03 Recess 
2.08 Back on record in District Courtroom. Counsel stipulate to 27 jurors on the 
panel. 
Court questions Juror Kevin Ware. He knows Mr. Fredback; he can be fair and 
impartial juror. Court questions Juror Jelaco re: job interview, August 28th is not 
an option. Court excuses Mr. Jelaco. Clerk calls Caitlyn Mills. 
Juror Diaz Block is relocating to Puerto Rico, financial hardship. Court excuses 
juror. Clerk calls Garrett Ruckle. 
Court questions Juror Ruckle. He is employed with Blaine County Sheriffs Office 
and couldn't be impartial juror. Court excuses Juror Ruckle. Clerk calls Melissa 
York. 
Juror Caballero states her daughter was friends with Defendant's daughter. She 
can be impartial. 
Court continues voir dire. Juror Ms. Mills knows Brad Gelskey. He is her boss' 
husband. Juror Caballero knows that Mr. Peters is her daughter's principal. 
Juror York knows several witnesses-Mr. Turner, Ms. Cey. Juror cannot be 
impartial due to her relationship with them. Court excuses Juror. 
Juror Conover knows Walt Femling, he is his landlord right now; he can be 
impartial. Juror Darby Lewis is horrible at names and may know some teachers 
and/or principals. 
Clerk calls Catherine Parris. Court questions juror. She knows several witnesses 
and works at the School District. She is close with one of them and would be 
impartial to her testimony. Court excuses juror. Clerk calls Judd Wright. He 
knows Detective Abaid and would trust his testimony. 
Counsel request to follow up with Juror Wright. Court leaves him on panel for 
now. 
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Juror Contreras-Lozano has financial hardship if he doesn't get paid for 8 days, 
risks not being able to pay his rent. Court excuses juror. Juror Wright runs 
pharmacy at the hospital. Court excuses juror. 
Clerk calls Holly Du Pont and Brooke Haynes. Clerk swears Juror Holly Du Pont 
under oath. Court questions jurors. Juror Du Pont was a donor to the 
D.A.R.E./P.A.L. program. She knows Mr. Fredback because she was a juror in a 
different case. 
Juror Haynes knows Gene Ramsey, Walt Femling and Chuck Turner. She would 
be impartial to their testimony. Court excuses juror Haynes. 
Clerk calls Rodrigo Molina. Court questions juror. He has a new job and doesn't 
get paid vacation for a year. Court leaves juror on panel for now. 
Recess, return at 3:15 p.m. 
2.56 Juror Janet Ross-Heiner, not on the panel, knows several witnesses and cannot 
be impartial. Court excuses her. 
3.18 Back on record. Counsel stipulate to 27 jurors on the panel. 
Court has been made aware of a potential juror with school problem-Quinones. 
She is not present in the courtroom. 
Juror Gregory Nichols requests to be excused because he's over  
Court excuses juror. 
3.21 Mr. Fredback bei:ins voir dire. Juror Dain Hamilton has business relationship 
with one of the potential witnesses. Court questions juror re: this relationship. 
Court excuses Juror Dain Hamilton. 
Clerk calls Ethan Evans. Court questions juror. 
Mr. Fredback continues voir dire. Juror Kevin Wayt-he is employed with the 
State as a probation and parole officer. Juror Stephen Geoffrion. State would 
like to speak to this juror in individual voir dire. Juror Wesley Moore. Juror 
Darby Lewis 
State requests Juror Ms. Lewis be excused for cause. Mr. Green has no objection. 
Court excuses Juror Lewis. Clerk calls Brian Williams. Court questions juror. 
3.41 State continues voir dire, questions Juror Wysong. Juror McCandless comments 







COURT MINUTES 7 
re: beyond reasonable doubt. 
Mr. Green objects-beyond voir dire examination. 
Court overrules. 
State continues. Juror Austin Krenz re: credibility of witnesses. Juror Sean 
Brown comments re: using life experiences and common sense. Juror Leslie 
Dow makes community donations. Juror Du Pont also makes donations; 
donated to D.A.R.E./P.A.L. a long time ago. Juror April Torres' children were 
involved in the program. 
State questions jurors re: being in charge of money at their work places. State 
questions jurors re: victim of theft, intent to commit crime. Juror Stephen 
Geoffrion questions intent. 
Court comments on intent. 
State continues voir dire. State would like to do individual voir dire on Juror 
Geoffrion prior to passing the panel for cause. 
Court admonishes jury; instructs jurors to not speak about the case, post 
anything on social media or research the case on the Internet. 
Recess 
Back on record in Courtroom 3. Heidi now clerking. 
Individual voir dire of Juror Geoffrion. 
Mr. Fred back questions Juror Geoffrion re. comment which he had heard. Juror 
Geoffrion comments on his occupation and whether he has a bias in the case. He 
can base his decision solely from what is presented in the courtroom, not on 
what he has read or heard. He comments on the necessity of oversight and on 
degrees of severity. He confirms that he can base his opinion on evidence heard 
in the courtroom. 
Mr. Greet?- has no questions for Juror Geoffrion. 
Mr. Fredback passes jury for cause. 
Juror Geoffrion comments on his views because of how the laws are written. 
Court explains that now is not the time to argue the facts. 
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Juror Geoffrion - there is nothing from his family that would make him not 
follow instructions or weigh and consider the evidence. 
4:56 Recess. 
4.57 Back on record in District Courtroom. 
Panel has been passed for cause by the State in the other courtroom. Parties 
stipulate and agree that the 27 jurors are in their assigned seats. 
4:59 Mr. Green begins voir dire. 
Mr. Green comments that this is not a boring case. It is a fascinating story. He 
directs question to Juror Krenz re. use of credit card during lunch time. Mr. 
Green asks rhetorical questions of the jurors re. running a program for 13 years 
without direction or rules. 
Mr. Green resets for the evening. 
5:03 Court instructs all prospective jurors (including all those not yet selected) to 
return tomorrow by 9:00 am tomorrow. Court reminds jurors not to research 
or read anything on the case. 
Juror Erica Cook questions if her answers would make her be excused, if she 
would still need to appear tomorrow. 
Court apologizes for inconvenience, but requests her presence tomorrow. 
Juror Don Caldwell has fiduciary responsibilities to take care of tomorrow. 
Court instructs him to see what he can do tonight, and to let the Court know 
tomorrow morning if there needs to be accommodations. 
5:05 Recess. 
COURT MINUTES 8 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Ave. South, Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333-0756 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
,__________ ·t 
FILED A.M g:;bl 
_ P.M. j 
[AUG 23 2~ 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County. Idaho .-.......-~-- .·~----".~•,,.,,,,,.-
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S AMENDED WITNESS LIST 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho, provides the following State's Witness List: 
(1) Detective Mike Abaid, BCSO 
(2) Lt. Bryan Carpita, BCSO 
(3) James Cleveland 
(4) Linda Czemerys 
(5) Mary Kim Deffe 
(6) Chief Walt Femling, SVPD 
(7) Fritz Peters 
(8) Gene Ramsey 
(9) Detective Jerod Sweesy, ISP 
(10) Jolynn Drage 
(11) Raul Ornelas 
STATE'S AMENDED WITNESS LIST - 1 
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4' -· 
Dated this '"'2,. 1, day of August, 2017. 
STATE'S AMENDED WITNESS LIST - 2 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE ~ERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this~ day of August, 2016, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the witflin and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
STATE'S AMENDED WITNESS LIST-3 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ _;)vemigh~ Mail • /J 
_iL TelecopY(.P/Wl ~ 
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AUG 23 2017 ~ 
L ___ j 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk Distri 
_c_ourt Blain~_Countv. Idaho. __ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
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REQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL 
TO VIDEO RECORD, BROADCAST 
OR PHOTOGRAPH A COURT 
PROCEEDING 
[)(J photograph the following court proceeding: 
Ce.- 20,eo- coo 52.03 
1e,\c,..\'A.e Co. S"""' D• omc::\:: C.owv-..\- I \:::\c..., \e-=-, 
.J...,°t) e.. ...k>"'o.~\,,.c. 'IQ 'B'<"~'f 
I have read the Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules regarding cameras in the courtroom, 
and will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule, and will also make certain that all other 
persons from my organization participating in video or audio recording or broadcasting or 
photographing of the court proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules and 
will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule. 
Print Name 
~A:::1\1-r-kr:k 
News Or!anization Represented 
8/ 23/17 
REQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL TO VIDEO RECORD, BROADCAST 
OR PHOTOGRAPH A COURT PROCEEDING 
WDY' 1'.: (2.08) 7 2.G,- 80<'.oO 





Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fa~ (208)788-5554 
FILED~ 
LAUG 2 3 2011] 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine County, -~~<!._'!E__ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S SIXTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: NIA. 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
STATE'S SIXTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Officer Raul Ornelas, Hailey Police Department, former participant in 
the DARE/PAL program in 2010, 2011, and 2012. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, the name of a witness. 
DATED this 1..-'\ day of August, 2017. 
M~ ~Z_ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S SIXTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
rb 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this )., ~ day of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-3203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Jm:y Trial - Day 2 
Hearing date: 8/2~/2017 
Time: 9:04 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Sue Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Heidi Schiers, Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: 1 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Court introduces case. Parties present and ready to proceed. Counsel agrees that the 
27 jurors from yesterday are seated in correct seats. 
Court thanks jurors for coming, even those who have come late. 
Mr. Green waves further voir dire and passes the panel for cause. 
Counsel exercises peremptory challenges. 
Court reads names of struck jurors. 
Court seats selected jurors. 
Parties agree that these are the jurors selected. 
Court instructs jury and explains process for choosing an alternate juror. 
Jurors sworn under oath. 
Other potential jurors excused. 
Jury excused. 
Mr. Green raises issue of State using exhibits from the grand jury. He does not want 
anything mentioned in the opening statement about amounts over $1,000. 
Court clarifies. 
Mr. Thomas comments that there is no agreement like this. 
Mr. Fredback comments that the State intends to present evidence at opening 
statement and trial that the transactions both individually and in aggregate re over 
$1000, as required by the statute. 
Mr. Green responds. A single incident cannot be aggregated. The timeline on the lower 
numbers cannot be split He allowed concession to let the State amend the charge. He 
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comments on what the record will show. 
9:35 Court comments that this is an interesting legal question. The language in the statute 
implies this, but Court is not sure that the case law shows this. Court refers to case law. 
Counsel would like an opportunity to look at the cases which Court just cited. 
Mr. Green comments re. motion to invoke the doctrine oflenity. 
Court questions approximate number of transactions under $1000. 
Mr. Fredback responds. 
9:41 Mr. Fredback cites State v. Olsen, 161 Idaho 385. 
9:43 Recess. 
10.15 Back on record 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court has reviewed case law- all evidence is allowed 
10.29 Mr. Green responds 
Court responds- reviews a less reasonable interpretation- State may presents evidence 
of individual acts under or over $1,000. 
Stat has no object to preliminary instructions 
Mr. Green has no object 
10.38 Back on record 
Jury present 
Counsel stip. And agree jurors are present. 
10.40 Court reads preliminary jury instructions 
10.55 Court - witnesses have been excluded. 
10.56 State[Fredback) begins opening statement. 
11.18 Mr. Green begins the defense's opening statement. 
11.37 State (Fredback) objects- argument 
Court overrules- on the line of argument 
Mr. Green continues. 
11.52 State (Fredback) objects- areument 
Court sustains 
Mr. Green continues. 
Court will take the lunch break, admonishes the jurors, will reconvene at 1:15om. 
11.53 Recess 
1.20 Back on record 
Counsel and Def. oresent. 
Mr. Green oresents a defendant's memo. oflaw 3. 
1.22 Court comments on a standing obiection. 
1.23 State (Thomas) concerned about a standing objection. 
Court reviews objections to aggregate charges. Allows a standing objection regarding 
incident over $1,000 evidence. 
1.31 Mr. Green comments on an issue with a witness. 
1.32 State(Thomas) needs some time to discuss the matter regarding taking a witness out of 
order. 
Court comments, will wait to have the State discuss the matter and talk to the witness. 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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1.34 lurv oresent 
Counsel stipulate the iurv is present. 
State (Thomas) calls 1st witness, Jerry "Walt" Femling, sworn under oath and 
questioned on direct. Works as public safety director for Sun Valley. Reviews prior 
work, specifically as Blaine Co. Sheriff. Reviews job duties and involvement in 
DARE/PAL program. 
1.41 Court allows witness to have a binder of exhibits. 
Witness reviews Exh. 1- premarked-id- Articles of incorporation of Blaine Co. 
DARE/PAL Inc. 
State offers Exh. 1- No Objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 1 
Witness continues to discuss the start and funding for the DARE/PAL program. Reviews 
the corporation directors. 
1.52 Mr. Green objection 
Court overrules. 
Witness reviews Exh. 2- premarked-id-By-Laws of Blaine Co. DARE/PAL Inc. 
State offers Exh. 2- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH.2 
1.54 Witness continues to review Exh. 2 
1.57 Witness reviews Exh. 3-premarked-id- Secretary of State Annual Report Form 
State offers Exh. 3- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 3 
Witness continues to review Exh. 3, identifies the Def. Reviews activities that the DARE 
program put on. No activity involving weapons was done in the program. The program 
was most active in the summer months. 
2.09 Witness reviews Exh. 4- premarked- id- Payroll Department Form-Schiermeier 
2.10 State offers Exh. 4- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 4 
Exh. 4 is published to the jury 
Witness reviews Exh. 4. 
2.22 Witness reviews Exh. 8- premarked-Id- Claim Form February 2010-$31,226.00 
State offers Exh. 8 
Mr. Green- objects 
Court admonishes jurors 
2.24 Jury no longer present. 
Mr. Green presents defendant's memorandum oflaw 4. 
Court reviews objection contained within the objection. 
2.29 State(Thomas) responds 
Court comments 
2.31 Mr. Green the objection is relevance. 
Court needs to review case law. 
2.33 Recess 
2.53 Back on record 
Counsel and Def. oresent. 
State responds ree:ardin2 the objection 
Mr. Green resoonds- no agreement connecting the two jobs together. 
Court comments on relevant evidence. Objection is overruled. 
3.03 Mr. Green comments on funds of the corporation. 
COURT MINUTES 3 
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Court comments 
Mr. Green comments 
Court- do not interruot. 
3.05 Mr. Green continues to comment 
State(Thomas) reviews the reason for the offer of the Exh. 8- Def. knowledge of what 
the money can be spent for. 
Court comments- EXH. 8 is ADMITTED 
3.07 Mr. Green objects- Court is not following the law 
Court- RECESS 
3.12 Back on record 
Court comments, and clarifies ruling on objection. Comments on conduct that is pushing 
limits. 
3.16 Jury present 
3.17 Counsel agree jurors are oresent. 
Court- EXH. 8 has been admitted. 
Witness continues to review Exh. 8 
3.23 Witness reviews Exh. 9- oremarked-id- Claim Form Seotember 2010-$8,871.00 
3.26 State offers Exh. 9 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules- EXH. 9 ADMITTED 
3.26 Witness reviews Exh. 10- oremarked-id-PAL Program Calendar 2010 
State offers Exh. 10-No Obiection 
Court ADMITS EXH. lO 
Witness continues to review Exh.10 
3.28 Witness reviews Exh. 7-oremarked-id-Claim form Februarv 2009-$29,000.00 
State offers Exh. 7 
Mr. Green- same objection 
Court overrules- EXH. 7 ADMITTED 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 6- premarked-id- Claim Form September 2009-
$7,500.00 
3.35 State offers Exh. 6 
Mr. Green- same objection 
Court overrules- EXH. '6 ADMITTED 
3.36 Witness reviews Exh. 5-premarked-id- Claim Form lulv 2009- $2,500.00 
3.37 State offers Exh. 5 
Mr. Green- same objection 
Court overrules- EXH. 5 ADMITTED 
Witness continues, would not run the program on a cash basis, it is best to have a paper 
trail. Does not know of a reason for cash ATM withdrawals. 
3.49 Mr. Green obiects 
Court needs more foundation 
Witness continues-was listed as president from 2001-2011. The ATM card would be 
used for fuel, or an emergency. Reviews Mary Deffe's role- balance the books. Reviews 
auditing practices. 
4.01 Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. Reviews the start of the DARE/PAL program. 
Reviews Exh. 1, Exh. 3. Doesn't remember the reason for becoming the president in 
2001, Cleveland was the manager since the beginning. Reviews Exh. 2, reviews when 
the Def. took over the oro1?ram in 2002. Doesn't see a distinction between the DARE 
COURT MINUTES 4 
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program the Sheriffs office. Reviews his involvement with the PAL programs in 2009. 
4.38 Witness continues, discusses his approval was needed for funds for activities in the 
program, there was no written document. 
4.44 State(Thomas 1 objection- legal conclusion 
Court allow to the extent- he thought- overruled 
4.45 Witness continues 
4.47 State(Thomas 1 Questions the witness on redirect. 
4.50 Court allows witness to step down. Admonishes the jurors for the evening. 
4.51 Mr. Green has some filing. 
Court won't address them until tomorrow. 
4.52 Recess 
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MEMBERS OF THE JURY: I will now give you the Preliminary Instructions in this 
case. Individual copies of these Preliminary Instructions are being provided to each of you. 
These copies are yours to use, and you may highlight or make notes upon them as you wish. 
However, I do need these returned to the court at the end of the trial. Once the evidence is fully 
presented, I will give you the Final Instructions in this case. Those Final Instructions, together, 
with these Preliminary Jury Instructions will control your deliberations. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 1 
Now that you have been sworn as jurors to try this case, I want to go over with you what 
will be happening. I will describe how the trial will be conducted and what we will be doing. At 
the end of the trial, I will give you more detailed guidance on how you are to reach your 
decision. 
Because the state has the burden of proof, it goes first. After the state's opening 
statement, the defense may make an opening statement, or may wait until the state has presented 
its case. 
The state will off er evidence that it says will support the charges against the defendant. 
The defense may then present evidence, but is not required to do so. If the defense does present 
evidence, the state may then present rebuttal evidence. This is evidence offered to answer the 
defense's evidence. 
After you have heard all the evidence, I will give you additional instructions on the law. 
After you have heard the instructions, the state and the defense will each be given time for 
closing arguments. In their closing arguments, they will summarize the evidence to help you 
understand how it relates to the law. Just as the opening statements are not evidence, neither are 
the closing arguments. After the closing arguments, you will leave the courtroom together to 
make your decision. During your deliberations, you will have with you my instructions, the 
exhibits admitted into evidence and any notes taken by you in court. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 2 
This criminal case has been brought by the state of Idaho. I will sometimes refer to the 
state as the prosecution. The state is represented at this trial by the prosecuting attorney, Matt 
Fredback. The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, is represented by his lawyer, Thomas R. Green. 
The defendant is charged by the state of Idaho with violation of law. The charge against 
the defendant is contained in the Information. The clerk shall read the Information and state the 
defendant's plea. 
The Information is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
Under our law and system of justice, the defendant is presumed to be innocent. The 
presumption of innocence means two things. 
First, the state has the burden of proving the defendant guilty. The state has that burden 
throughout the trial. The defendant is never required to prove his innocence, nor does the 
defendant ever have to produce any evidence at all. 
Second, the state must prove the alleged crime beyond a reasonable doubt. A reasonable 
doubt is not a mere possible or imaginary doubt. It is a doubt based on reason and common 
sense. It may arise from a careful and impartial consideration of all the evidence, or from lack of 
evidence. If after considering all the evidence you have a reasonable doubt about the defendant's 
guilt, you must find the defendant not guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 4 
Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my instructions to 
those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In so doing, you must follow my instructions 
regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or should be, or what either side may state the 
law to be. You must consider them as a whole, not picking out one and disregarding others. The 
order in which the instructions are given has no significance as to their relative importance. The 
law requires that your decision be made solely upon the evidence before you. Neither sympathy 
nor prejudice should influence you in your deliberations. Faithful performance by you of these 
duties is vital to the administration of justice. 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in this trial. This 
evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits offered and received, and any 
stipulated or admitted facts. The production of evidence in court is governed by rules oflaw. At 
times during the trial, an objection may be made to a question asked a witness, or to a witness' 
answer, or to an exhibit. This simply means that I am being asked to decide a particular rule of 
law. Arguments on the admissibility of evidence are designed to aid the Court and are not to be 
considered by you nor affect your deliberations. If I sustain an objection to a question or to an 
exhibit, the witness may not answer the question or the exhibit may not be considered. Do not 
attempt to guess what the answer might have been or what the exhibit might have shown. 
Similarly, if I tell you not to consider a particular statement or exhibit you should put it out of 
your mind, and not refer to it or rely on it in your later deliberations. 
During the trial I may have to talk with the parties about the rules of law which should 
apply in this case. Sometimes we will talk here at the bench. At other times I will excuse you 
from the courtroom so that you can be comfortable while we work out any problems. You are 
not to speculate about any such discussions. They are necessary from time to time and help the 
trial run more smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," "direct evidence" 
and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. You are to consider all the 
evidence admitted in this trial. 
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However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the sole judges of 
the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what weight you attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You bring with you 
to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your lives. In your everyday affairs 
you determine for yourselves whom you believe, what you believe, and how much weight you 
attach to what you are told. The same considerations that you use in your everyday dealings in 
making these decisions are the considerations which you should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not make your decision simply because more witnesses 
may have testified one way than the other. Your role is to think about the testimony of each 
witness you heard and decide how much you believe of what the witness had to say. 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give an opinion on that 
matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you should consider the 
qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons given for the opinion. You are not 
bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if any, to which you deem it entitled. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 5 
If during the trial I may say or do anything which suggests to you that I am inclined to 
favor the claims or position of any party, you will not permit yourself to be influenced by any 
such suggestion. I will not express nor intend to express, nor will I intend to intimate, any 
opinion as to which witnesses are or are not worthy of belief; what facts are or are not 
established; or what inferences should be drawn from the evidence. If any expression of mine 
seems to indicate an opinion relating to any of these matters, I instruct you to disregard it. 
I may at times use the word "victim" in these instructions or in the course of this trial. 
This word is used only to refer to a person or persons who are alleged to have been victimized, 
and is used only for convenience. It does not indicate any opinion on my part that a person is a 
victim, or that the defendant has committed an offense. Whether a person is a victim, and 
whether the defendant is guilty of any offense, are matters for you alone to determine based on 
the evidence presented at trial. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 6 
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject must not 
in any way affect your verdict. If you find the defendant guilty, it will be my duty to determine 
the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 7 
If you wish, you may take notes to help you remember what witnesses said. If you do 
take notes, please keep them to yourself until you and your fellow jurors go to the jury room to 
decide the case. You should not let note-taking distract you so that you do not hear other 
answers by witnesses. When you leave at night, please leave your notes in the jury room. 
If you do not take notes, you should rely on your own memory of what was said and not 
be overly influenced by the notes of other jurors. In addition, you cannot assign to one person 
the duty of taking notes for all of you. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 8 
It is important that as jurors and officers of this court you obey the following instructions 
at any time you leave the jury box, whether it be for recesses of the court during the day or when 
you leave the courtroom to go home at night. 
Do not discuss this case during the trial with anyone, including any of the attorneys, 
parties, witnesses, your friends, or members of your family. "No discussion" also means no 
emailing, text messaging, tweeting, blogging, posting to electronic bulletin boards, and any other 
form of communication, electronic or otherwise. 
Do not discuss this case with other jurors until you begin your deliberations at the end of 
the trial. Do not attempt to decide the case until you begin your deliberations. 
I will give you some form of this instruction every time we take a break. I do that not to 
insult you or because I don't think you are paying attention, but because experience has shown 
this is one of the hardest instructions for jurors to follow. I know of no other situation in our 
culture where we ask strangers to sit together watching and listening to something, then go into a 
little room together and not talk about the one thing they have in common: what they just 
watched together. 
There are at least two reasons for this rule. The first is to help you keep an open mind. 
When you talk about things, you start to make decisions about them and it is extremely 
important that you not make any decisions about this case until you have heard all the evidence 
and all the rules for making your decisions, and you won't have that until the very end of the 
trial. The second reason for the rule is that we want all of you working together on this decision 
when you deliberate. If you have conversations in groups of two or three during the trial, you 
won't remember to repeat all of your thoughts and observations for the rest of your fellow jurors 
when you deliberate at the end of the trial. 
Ignore any attempted improper communication. If any person tries to talk to you about 
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this case, tell that person that you cannot discuss the case because you are a juror. If that person 
persists, simply walk away and report the incident to the bailiff. 
Do not make any independent personal investigations into any facts or locations 
connected with this case. Do not look up any information from any source, including the 
Internet. Do not communicate any private or special knowledge about any of the facts of this 
case to your fellow jurors. Do not read or listen to any news reports about this case or about 
anyone involved in this case, whether those reports are in newspapers or the Internet, or on radio 
or television. 
In our daily lives we may be used to looking for information on-line and to "Google" 
something as a matter of routine. Also, in a trial it can be very tempting for jurors to do their 
own research to make sure they are making the correct decision. You must resist that temptation 
for our system of justice to work as it should. I specifically instruct that you must decide the 
case only on the evidence received here in court. If you communicate with anyone about the 
case or do outside research during the trial it could cause us to have to start the trial over with 
new jurors and you could be held in contempt of court. 
While you are actually deliberating in the jury room, the bailiff will confiscate all cell 
phones and other means of electronic communications. Should you need to communicate with 
me or anyone else during the deliberations, please notify the bailiff. 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 1 
1. Failure to follow corporate formalities does 
not result in the dissolution of a non-profit 
corporation. 
2. Non-profits must strictly follow statutory 
requirements in making decisions. 
3. Bylaws are equivalent to contracts among 
members of the corporation and binding 
on the members. 
Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
In Idaho the foregoing principles were recently recognized in Kemmer v. Newman, 387 
P.3rd 131 (Idaho 2016). The Court found that a non-profit corporation had not followed 
1 
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corporate formalities or the requirements of the bylaws, did not have directors' meetings, did not 
maintain a membership roll as mandated, did not implement director resignations properly, and 
did not follow correct voting procedures to implement actions. The District Court found that two 
directors had "resigned and/or absented themselves" as directors. This finding however was not 
in conformance with strict statutory requirements for resignation and was overturned 
accordingly. 
The Court stated the following: 
The bylaws of a corporation are "equivalent to contracts among the members of 
the association" and are binding on its members ( citing prior Idaho case and citing prior 
LC. Sec. 30-3-21(3), now LC. Sec. 30-30-206 that: "[Bylaws] shall constitute and be a 
contract, as fully as though each patron had individually signed a separate instrument 
containing such terms and provisions.") 
The Court also stated the following with respect to interpreting Idaho statutes governing 
non-profit corporations: "A cardinal rule of statutory construction is that where a statute is plain, 
clear and unambiguous, courts are constrained to follow that plain meaning, and neither add to 
the statute nor take away by judicial construction." 
DATED this 23 rd day of August, 2017. 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 2 
1. Non-profit bylaws are interpreted according 
to rules of contract interpretation. 
2. The parole evidence rule bars extrinsic evidence 
from contradicting, varying, altering, adding to or 
detracting from non-profit corporation bylaws or 
from the Certificate of Authority at U.S. Bank. 
Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
In Idaho non-profit corporation bylaws are equivalent to contracts among the members of 
the corporation. Idaho has not addressed the issue of how such bylaws are interpreted, but it is 




rules of contract interpretation. Both the states of Washington and California have reached such 
conclusion. Roats v. Blakely Island Maint. Com'n. Inc., 279 P.3rd 943 (Wn.App. 2012); Janda v. 
Madera Community Hospital, 16 F.Supp.2nd 1181, 1188 (E.D.Cal. 1998); Singh v. Singh, 114 
Cal.App.4th 1264, 1294 (2004) (applied to standard corp. bylaws). 
If non-profit bylaws in Idaho are interpreted in accordance with rules of contract 
interpretation, then the parole evidence rule would apply in this case. In Thom Creek Cattle 
Assoc. Inc. v. Bonz, 830 P.2d 1180, 1184 (Id. 1992), the Idaho Supreme Court quoted an earlier 
Idaho Supreme Court case in stating: 
If the written agreement is complete upon its face and unambiguous, no fraud or 
mistake being alleged, extrinsic evidence of prior or contemporaneous negotiations or 
conversations is not admissible to contradict, vary, alter, add to or detract from the terms of the 
written contract. ... ( citations omitted) ... Furthermore, it is presumed that preliminary oral 
stipulations, agreements, and negotiations are merged into the subsequent written agreement and 
will not be admitted to contradict the plain terms of the contract. 
In any event, even if the parole evidence rule is not used in the interpretation of the 
bylaws in this case, the rule nevertheless applies to the Certificate of Authority the corporation 
executed along with defendant Schiermeier at U.S. Bank giving him unfettered authority to 
spend the funds in the corporate bank account to operate the affairs of the corporation. No 
extrinsic evidence can be used to contradict, vary, alter, add to or detract from the terms of such 
written authorization. 
DATED this 23rd day of August, 2017. 
~/!~ 
Thomas R. Green 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 3 
1. The defendant has the burden of preserving a 
record of the court's rulings and the authority 
therefor. If the court fails to provide the reasons 
for its rulings, the defendant must preserve 
the issue for appellate review. 
2. The court's evidentiary rulings will be reviewed 
under the abuse of discretion standard: 
(a) whether the court correctly perceived the issue 
as discretionary; (b) whether the court acted within 
the boundaries of its discretion and consistently with 
applicable legal standards, and ( c) whether the court 




Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
In Pend Oreille View Estates Owners' Association v. T. T. LLC, 2016 Opinion No. 112 
(Id. 2016) the Idaho Supreme Court described a defendant's burden of preserving trial issues for 
review on appeal, and specifically, the burden the defendant has when the trial court does not 
provide authority for its rulings. The Court stated that, "It is insufficient to merely state that the 
trial court did not provide authority for its ruling. Error will not be presumed on appeal, it must 
be clearly shown. The burden in upon the appellant to show prejudicial error." 
In situations where the trial court does not offer the reasons for its rulings or the 
supporting authority, the aggrieved party has a difficult task in attempting to preserve the issues 
for review on appeal. Hopefully, it would be sufficient for the party to point out its burden to the 
trial court and to then proceed to make a record of the particular issue. 
In The David And Marvel Benton Trust v. McCarty, 384 P.3d 392 (Id. 2016), the Idaho 
Supreme Court set forth the standard for appellate review of a trial court's evidentiary rulings, 
stating, 
When reviewing the trial court's evidentiary rulings, this Court applies an abuse 
of discretion standard. (citation omitted) To determine whether a trial court has abused 
its discretion, this Court considers whether it correctly perceived the issue as 
discretionary, whether it acted within the boundaries of its discretion and consistently 
with applicable legal standards, and whether it reached its decision by an exercise of 
reason. ( citation omitted) 
This standard applies to all discretionary determinations in Idaho. State v. Pratt, 873 P.2d 
800, 819 (Id. 1993). Based on the foregoing the defendant in this case must be sure to make a 
good and sufficient record concerning any discretionary trial rulings deemed to involve potential 
issues on appeal, and respectfully requests the court's indulgence in doing so. 
2 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 4 
1. All funds donated to the non-profit corp. in 
this case were in the form of checks which 
were deposited into the corp. bank account. 
2. Donations in the form of checks are negotiable 
instruments and are unconditional orders to pay, 
and there is no limitation on how the funds can 
be used. 
3. The procedure used by Blaine County in approving 
proposed budgets and issuing checks to the non-
profit corporation had no impact on how such funds 
could be used, and such procedures are irrelevant. 
Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
1 
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The prosecution in this case presented evidence to the Grand Jury concerning the 
procedure the County used to obtain and review proposed budgets of expenses for the non-profit 
corporation each year to justify the County in issuing checks to the corporation as donations for 
operating expenses each year. The prosecution also introduced evidence from the local 
newspapers showing scheduled DARE/PAL events as evidence of how the donations were to be 
used. While this evidence does demonstrate the County's approval procedure and mindset, such 
evidence is not controlling as to how the corporation could spend such funds. Once the County 
checks were delivered, the funds represented thereby became the property of the corporation to 
be used any way the corporation saw fit without any strings attached from the County. 
In the first place, it must be kept in mind that the checks were unconditional orders to pay 
the funds, and were therefore negotiable instruments per I.S. Sec. 28-3-104 which provides in 
pertinent part: 
. . . "negotiable instrument" means an unconditional promise or order to pay a 
fixed amount of money, with or without interest or other charges described in the promise 
or order, if it: 
(a) Is payable to bearer or to order at the time it is issued or first comes into 
possession of the holder; 
(b) Is payable on demand or at a definite time; and 
( c) Does not state any other undertaking or instruction by the person promising or 
ordering payment to do any act in addition to the payment of money. 
The funds that were donated to the corporation in this matter did not contain any 
provisions other than the payment of money on demand and were therefor negotiable instruments 
with no strings attached. It makes no difference what approval procedure transpired in the 
County prior to the checks' issuance. 
It is also irrelevant whether the corporation or defendant knew about such approval 
procedure or knew that the County expected the funds to be expended as budgeted. This 
2 
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principle was established without question in State v. Johnson, 326 P.3d 361, 363 (Id. App. 
2014), a theft by unauthorized control case wherein a purchaser of motorcycles entered into a 
verbal agreement (with no apparent dispute as to the terms of the agreement) that the purchaser 
would give the cycle dealer a check for four motorcycles, the dealer would order them from the 
manufacturer, and then sell them to the purchaser at invoice (the amount of the check). The 
dealer accepted the check, deposited it into his dealership account and used the funds for other 
business and possibly personal purposes. The cycles were never ordered and the manufacturer 
did not receive the funds or deliver the cycles. The purchaser did not receive the cycles or his 
money back. The dealer was charged with theft of the funds by unauthorized control and was 
convicted by a jury. The district court granted defendant's Rule 29 (Idaho Criminal Rules) 
motion for judgment of acquittal and the Idaho Appellate Court affirmed the decision on the 
ground that the check in question was an unconditional promise to pay (a negotiable instrument) 
and was delivered to the dealer without any further claim to possession of the funds, although 
there was no dispute about there being an agreement to use the funds as agreed. 
The State argued that the agreement and check created a bailment such that the funds had 
to be used as agreed, but the Court pointed out that in a bailment, there must be a further 
agreement that the funds would be returned to the purchaser or as he directs. There was no such 
agreement, and no bailment. The Court did acknowledge that the dealer could be sued for 
specific performance or damages, both civil contract matters, but also pointed out that it is 
inappropriate to use the criminal law to resolve civil disputes-and in fact is unconstitutional 
under the Idaho Constitution, Article I, Section 15. 
For purposes of this memorandum, Blaine County's review and approval process leading 
to the issuance of checks delivered to the DARE/PAL program is irrelevant to the issue of how 
3 
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the funds were to be used by the corporation or whether expenditures outside of the budgets and 
County approvals were authorized by the corporation. Such evidence, as used before the Grand 
Jury, is inadmissible. 
DATED this 23 rd day of August, 2017. 
~;P.~ 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
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by the following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4 th Avenue North 
Fl D ::~-r"l'-j~"'I,.... 
P.O. Box 528 
,.':77 . 
t.i.H ! 
,,.,., ... J Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 Jolynn CJr21ct;, Cf,.rf. .. )1•;/nr: r;,..,1trt o, ... :~ ·· ·· ... 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. CR-2016-3203 
) 
Plaintiff, ) DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 5 
) 
vs. ) L Corporate actions cannot be challenged by 
) the County, the Sheriff or the Prosecutor. 
CHAD SCHIERMEIER, ) 
) 2. Corporate directors have a statutory right to 
Defendant. ) challenge a corporation's power to act in a 
) proceeding against a current or former director, 
) officer, employee or agent of the corporation. 
) 
) 3. Non-profit corporations are free to create their 
) contracts as they see fit, without interference. 
Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 




The non-profit corporation in this case adopted its bylaws and executed the Certificate of 
Authorization at U.S. Bank conferring unfettered discretion in Chad Schiermeier to manage the 
corporation and expend the corporate funds as he deemed appropriate. Once Schiermeier was 
put in such position, the directors gradually went into a state of inactivity and no further 
corporate formalities were followed for the next 13 years. The bylaws (and the Idaho Code) 
authorized the directors to take such type of action in selecting a manager for the corporation and 
relieving themselves of further responsibility. Article VI of the Bylaws provided: 
The Board of Directors may appoint a Member to be a Manager, who is 
authorized to exercise some or all of the powers which would otherwise be exercised by 
the Board of Directors. To the extent so authorized, such Manager shall have the duties 
and responsibilities of the Directors, and the Directors shall be relieved to that extent 
from such duties and responsibilities. The Board of Directors may remove the Manager 
at any time, with or without cause, by a majority vote of the Board of Directors. 
The corporation had the necessary freedom to adopt its Bylaws as it saw fit, and to 
provide complete discretion to Chad Schiermeier to expend corporate funds without any 
controls, policies or procedures being implemented. In Idaho Power Company v. New Energy 
Two, LLC, the Idaho Supreme Court recognized that " ... Freedom of contract is a fundamental 
concept underlying the law of contracts and is an essential element of the free enterprise system 
( citations omitted). The parties to a contract can agree to the manner in which they will resolve 
disputes regarding the interpretation of their contract." In this case, the Board of Directors 
reserved the right to remove its manager, but did not adopt any other safeguards. 
Idaho Code Sec. 30-30-304 sets forth who has the authority to challenge corporate 
actions for non-profit corporations and states as follows: 
(1) .... The validity of corporate action may not be challenged on the ground that the 




(2) A corporation's power to act may be challenged in a proceeding against the 
corporation to enjoin an act where a third party has not acquired rights. The 
proceeding may be brought by a director, or by a member or members in a derivative 
proceeding. 
(3) A corporation's power to act may be challenged in a proceeding against an incumbent 
or former director, officer employee or agent of the corporation. The proceeding may 
be brought by a director, the corporation, directly, derivatively or through a receiver, 
a trustee or other legal representative. 
From the foregoing, it appears that neither Blaine County, the Sheriff nor the Prosecutor 
have any right or authority to challenge the corporate actions taken by the non-profit corporation 
in this case. They may not like it, but can do nothing to interfere with the corporate bylaws or 
contracts. 
DATED this 23 rd day of August, 2017. 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served in trial beginning 23rd day of August, 2017 by the 
following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id. us 
3 
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[X] HAND DELIVERY 












IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Jury Trial- Day 3 
Hearing date: 8/25/2017 
Time: 8:46 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and jury present. 
Counsel stipulate 
State(Thomas) calls 2nd witness, James Cleveland, sworn under oath and 
questioned on direct. Reviews his prior law enforcement experience. Reviews 
duties as a deputy for Blaine County in 1993, started the DARE program. 
Witness reviews Exh. 1, Reviews the DARE program curriculum and the purpose 
of the PAL program. Reviews Exh.10. Reviews all the activities that were done 
in the programs. Identifies the Def. in the courtroom. Doesn't recall the 
transition period for when he left. The program was not operated on cash. 
Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. The Def. was brought in to help with 
the programs in 1999. Reviews Exh. A- marked- id-????? Doesn't look familiar 
and doesn't know why his signature is crossed off. 
Witness reviews Exh. 2. Believes the board could have approved new activities 
and long as fit the guidelines of the program. 
State(Thomas) questions the witness on redirect If there was a hunting 
program with the kids, there would be a paper trail of all the purchases for 
auditing purposes. Reviews Exh. 2 
Mr. Green questions the witness on recross. 
State (Thomas) continues to question the witness. 
Mr. Green objects 
Court sustains 
Court allows witness to be excused. 
State(Fredback) next witness will take a while, inquires if a break is needed. 
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Court inquires from the jury. 
Jury prefers to continue with testimony. 
10.10 State(Fredback) calls 3rd witness, Mary Kim Deffee, sworn under oath and 
questioned on direct. Works as a certified public accountant. Worked with Jim 
Cleveland to set up the DARE/PAL program in 94-95. Worked as a director and 
treasurer until 2003, but continued to donate time as an accountant for the 
program. Reviews Exh. 1, Exh. 2. Around the time the Def. took over the 
program, the directors were not having meetings and therefore the 
appointments as directors timed out. Reviews Exh. 26-permarked-id-
DARE/PAL 201C3 Application 
10.22 State offers Exh. 26- no objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 26 
Witness continues to review Exh. 26, Exh. 27-premarked-id-DARE/PAL 
Acceptance Letter. Identifies the Def. in the courtroom 
10.28 Court takes a break, admonishes the jurors. 
10.29 Recess 
10.51 Back on record 
Jury present 
Counsel agree jurors are present. 
10.52 State (Fredback) offers Exh. 27- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 27 
Witness continues, reviews the contact she would have with the Def. Reviews 
the different form used for a nonprofit corporation tax return. Reviews Exh. 29-
premarked-id-DARE/PAL Non-Profit Tax Engagement Letter 
11.00 State offers Exh. 29- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 29 
Witness continues, had a meeting with the Def. in 2012 because there was more 
cash going out of the account compared to years prior. Def. assured her that he 
had receipts for everything. Def. or Blaine Co. never asked for an audit of the 
account. IRS did not request to audit the account. Reviews Exh. 28-premarked-
id-Quicken DARE/PAL Bank Report. 
11.05 State offers Exh. 28 
Objection- relevance 
Court overrules- ADMITS EXH. 28 
Witness continues, discusses how transactions were categorized for the tax 
return. Did not use the corporation funds for personal use, and as a director 
never approved personal use of the funds by the Def. Discusses the dissolution 
of the corporation. 
11.20 Court takes a recess to take up a matter outside the presence of the jury. 
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Admonishes the jury. 
Jury no longer present. 
State(Fredback) has questions that there may be objections to. 
11.22 Witness continues, spoke with the defense 2 weeks ago and what the defense 
was looking for. 
Court comments about needing more foundation for a statement made by an 
agent. 
11.23 Mr. Green- voir dire the witness 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Green comments. 
11.25 Court reviews rules regarding hearsay, doesn't see foundation at this point. 
State(Fredback) continues to question the witness. 
Mr. Green- voir dire the witness. Mr. Breitsameter made the statement. 
Court sustains the objection. 
11.34 Jury present 
Counsel agree jurors are present. 
State(Fredback) continues to question the witness. Reviews Exh. 28 
11.38 Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. Reviews Exh. A- id-Certificate of 
Authority, this document authorized the Def. as a signer on the account. Curtis 
Miller and the Def. were being reported to the IRS, was told by the Def. that 
Curtis Miller was the President of the corporation. Officer Carpi ta signed the 
forms to dissolve the corporation. 
11.52 State questions the witness on redirect. Reviews Exh. A. 
11.55 Mr. Green question the witness on recross. 
Court allows witness to step down. Will take the lunch break until 1pm, 
admonishes the jurors 
11.56 State(Fredback) requests the excuse the witness 
Mr. Green has no objection 
Court excuses the witness 
11.57 Recess 
1.07 Back on record 
State (Thomas) calls 4th witness, Gene Ramsey, sworn under oath and 
questioned on direct. Retired as Blaine Co. Sheriff in January 2017. Reviews his 
law enforcement experience. Identifies the Def. in the courtroom. Reviews Exh. 
3 
1.18 Mr. Green objects 
Court sustains 
State will lay more foundation. 
Witness reviews Exh. 11-premarked-id- Claim Form February 2011-$35,115.00 
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1.21 State offers Exh. 11 
Mr. Green objects 
Court overrules- ADMITS EXH. 11 
1.22 Witness continues, reviews Exh. 13- premarked-id-Claim Form September 
2011-$9,351.00 
1.24 State offers Exh. 13 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH.13 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 14- premarked-id-Claim Form April 2012-
$21,012.00 
1.26 State offers Exh. 14 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH. 14 
Witness continues, reviews the use of forfeiture funds from the federal 
government. Reviews Exh. 16- premarked-id-Claim Form September 2012-
$3,400.00. 
1.29 State offers Exh. 16 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH. 16 
Witness continues, reviews amounts on budget and denied portions of the 
requested budget Reviews Exh. 18-premarked-id-Claim Form April 2013-
$17,509.00 
1.32 State offers Exh. 18 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH.18 
Witness continues, this budget was more detailed, because the forfeiture funds 
were running low. Reviews Exh. 19-premarked-id-Claim Form September 
2013-$3,933.00 
1.35 State offers Exh. 19 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH. 19 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 21- premarked-id-Warrant Detail Claim 2014 
$1,000.00. In 2014 the program had been cut back. The $1,000 was a donation 
from probation. 
1.38 State offers Exh. 21 
Mr. Green same objection 
Court overrules-ADMITS EXH. 21 
1.40 Witness continues, In 2014 and 2015 not fund were given to the program from 
forfeitures. Reviews other duties that the Def. had when not working in the PAL 
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program- patrol deputy, school resource officer. Reviews how fuel is bought for 
patrol cars. 
1.44 Mr. Green objects 
Court sustains as to form- answer stricken 
State rephrases the question. 
1.45 Mr. Green objects 
Court sustains as to form- answer stricken 
State rephrases the question. 
Witness continues 
1.46 Mr. Green objects 
Court overrules 
Witness continues. Reviews Exh. 11. Not aware of different cash withdraws and 
charges for items. Doesn't know if the corporation was audited. The Def. 
reported to Lt. Carpita. Def. did an good job, and didn't need a lot of supervision. 
Reviews the rise of suspension. Requested ISP conduct an investigation. Reviews 
Exh. 24-premarked-id- Letter to ISP-Request for Outside Investigation 
2.05 State offers Exh. 24- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 24 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 25-premarked-id- Personnel Action Form 
12/15/2015 
State offers Exh. 25- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 25 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 12- premarked-id- PAL Program Calendar 
2011, Exh. 17- premarked-id-PAL Program Calendar 2012, Exh. 20-premarked-
id-PAL Program Calendar 2013, Exh. 22-premarked-id-PAL Program Calendar 
2014, Exh. 23-premarked-id- PAL Program Calendar 2015 
2.12 State offers Exh. 12, 17, 20, 22, 23- No Objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 12, 17, 20, 22, 23 
Witness reviews Exh. 15- premarked-id- Claim Form June 2012-$500.00 
2.14 State offers Exh. 15- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 15 
State (Thomas) has no further questions. 
Court takes a break, admonishes the jurors 
2.15 Jury no longer present 
Court inquires about timing. 
State (Thomas) has a lengthy audio to listen to, has 3 more witness. 
Mr. Green leaves in the court's discretion. 
2.16 Recess 
2.42 Back on record 
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Counsel agree jurors are present. 
Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. Let the State Police do the 
investigation. The prosecutor decided what charges to bring. 
2.59 State(Thomas) objects 
Court sustains 
Witness continues. 
Court will take up a matter outside the presence of the jury. 
3.00 Jury no long present. 
Mr. Green is trying to show bias, and show that there were leading questions by 
Mr. Fredback at the grand jury. 
Court states the specific questions and answers need to be pointed out in the 
transcript. 
3.02 State(Thomas) responds. 
Mr. Green reviews the portion of the transcript. 
Court comments on impeachment value. 
3.06 State(Thomas) what is the relevance. 
Court overrules the objection, but the question needs to be rephrased. A page 
and line number needs to be referenced in the transcript. 
3.08 State(Thomas) comments on a concern. 
Court- comments a leading question doesn't necessarily mean there is collusion. 
3.12 Jury present 
Counsel agree jurors are present. 
Mr. Green continues to question the witness on cross, reviews grand jury 
transcript. 
3.25 State (Thomas) objects 
Court sustains 
Witness continues, has no input on the bond amount after the indictment. In 
hind sight there could have been better controls. 
3.28 State( Thomas) objects 
Court overrules 
Witness continues. 
3.30 State(Thomas) objects- counsel testifying 
Court sustains 
Witness continues, not sure what his authority was. Was not in any 
conversations regarding whether the matter was civil or criminal. Reviews Exh. 
B- marked-id- Termination Letter 
3.38 Mr. Green offers Exh. B- No objection 
Court :ADMl1'S EiH. J3 
Witness continues, Def. didn't return the badge it was recovered during the ISP 
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search warrant. 
3.47 State(Thomas) objects 
Court sustains, may rephrase. 
Mr. Green continues to question the witness. 
3.51 State(Thomas) objects 
Court sustains 
State(Thomas) questions the witness on redirect Clarifies the role oflaw 
enforcement to investigate and present those findings to the prosecutor for a 
decision on whether charges should be brought. It was the Def s duty to keep 
receipts for accounting. 
3.56 Mr. Green objects 
Court sustains 
Witness continues 
Mr. Green objects 
Court overrules 
Witness continues, Def. went to POST. 
3.57 Mr. Green objects 
Court overrules 
Witness continues, Def. has a code of ethics that is done at POST. The reason for 
watching the arraignment was to see what is going on. Def. was held at Cassia 
Co. jail because it would have been a conflict of interest to house him in Blaine 
Co. jail. 
4.00 Mr. Green objects 
Court overrules 
Witness continues. 
4.02 Mr. Green questions the witness on recross. Spoke with the prosecutor prior to 
testifying at the grand jury. 
4.03 State(Thomas) objects 
Court- rephrase 
Mr. Green has nothing further. 
Court excuses the witness 
4.04 Court comments to the jury, with break until Tuesday at 9am. Admonishes the 
jurors. 
4.05 Jury no longer present. 
Court comments on Exh. A 
State has no objection to Exh. A 
Court ADMITS EXH. A 
Court reviews State's Exhibits that were admitted. 
4.08 Recess 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S SEVENTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: NIA. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
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• DVD ISP Traffic stop Schiermeier 10-22-16 @ 7:50 a.m. of Trooper Robert 
Allred 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: 
• Trooper Robert Allred, ISP 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, the DVD Bates number 4109. 
DATED this t:2,<( day of August, 2017. 
~J- § s::::=;;N5s:<"~ h,/ 
JimJ.homas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 ,..cL--1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this3 day of August, 2017, I caused to be 
seived a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
.J..L' Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy/email 
STATE'S SEVENTEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY - Page 3 
348 of 684
Q]GIN~L 
Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S EIGHTEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16{b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1. Additional Statements of the defendant See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: NIA. 
3. Defendant's prior record: N/ A. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
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.... _,. 
• Pioneer Federal Credit Union Statements for January through December, 
2015 for account number 21799 
• Affidavit of Ivy Sherburne, Records Custodian Pioneer Federal Credit Union 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: NIA. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive pages numbered 4110 through 4147. The 
Defendant is advised to immediately contact this office if said pages are missing. 
DATED this _}_9J_ day of August. 2017. 
~~QQ_ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ;23~ay of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
~and Delivered 
_ Overnigh~  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Jury Trial-Day 5 
Hearing date: 8/30/2017 
Time: 8:42 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Mr. Green- a juror was speaking with a member of the press yesterday after 
court. 
Court inquires about the article in today's paper 
State request the court inquire of the jurors if they read the paper 
Court can individual voir dire, especially Juror Sean Brown. 
Jury present 
Counsel stipulate jury is present. 
Court inquires from juror about seeing the article in the newspaper, will have 
jurors write the answer on a piece of paper. 
Recess 
Back on record 
Court- the responses from the jurors were all no. 
Court will have juror, Sean Brown 
Court will have responses made a court exhibit and sealed. 
Sean Brown present 
Court inquires from the juror regarding speaking with a member of the press. 
Sean Brown- goes mountain biking with the reporter. 
Counsel have no further questions. 
Court instructs the juror to not socialize with the reporter until the trial is 
completed. 
Juror excused. 
Counsel do not wish to challenge the juror for cause. 
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Court comments, will make a comment on the record to the reporter. 
Mr. Green comments. 
Court- if there is an issue it needs to be raised. 
9.36 Mr. Green requests the juror be excused. 
State(Fredback) doesn't believe there is sufficient cause to challenge the juror 
based on his response. 
Court reviews rules and case law. 
9.42 State(Fredback) has a concern the trial might not finish. 
Court comments, will excuse the juror. 
9.52 Juror, Sean Brown present 
Court - so there would be no question the decision is to excuse the juror. Gives 
juror final instruction. 
9.55 Jury present. 
Counsel agree jury is present. 
9.56 Witness, Linda Czemerys, still under oath from yesterday. State questions the 
witness on direct. Reviews Exh. 40, and ATM withdrawals and purchases. 
Reviews the total amount of cash withdrawals for the different years. Reviews 
items purchased during the different years. 
11.05 Court takes a morning break. Admonishes the jury. 
Recess 
11.21 Back on record 
Jury present 
Counsel agree jury is present. 
11.22 State(Fredbac;k) offers Exh. 31- No Objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 31 
11.23 Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. 
11.26 State(Fredback) objects 
Mr. Green responds 
Court overrules 
Witness continues, doesn't know the Def s position in the company other than 
what is listed on the tax return. Reviews Exh. A, This particular document 
authorizes the Def. to spend fund out of the account. Believes there are 
limitations based on the nonprofit organization and its purpose. 
11.53 State(Fredback) objects- no question 
Court sustains 
Witness continues 
11.56 State(Fredback) objects- form of the question 
Court sustains 
Witness continues, comments on cash deposits in personal accounts. The board 
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and officers could use the money as long as it is for the purpose of the program. 
12.16 State(Fredback) objects 
Court sustains 
State(Fredback) questions the witness on redirect. In 2000 and 2001 there 
were no cash withdrawals, Notes the increase of cash withdrawals starting in 
2002. 
12.18 Mr. Green objects- asks for legal conclusion 
Court sustains, but may allow because those questions were asked on cross. 
Mr. Green objects- beyond the scope 
Court overrules 
Witness continues. 
12.23 Mr. Green objects 
State responds 
Court overrules, court comments to the jurors about instructions regarding the 
law 
Witness continues, a person cannot be a good accountant and steal at the same 
time. 
12.24 Mr. Green questions the witness on recross, 
12.27 State continues to question the witness. 
Court excuses the witness- takes the lunch break to 1:30pm, admonishes the 
jurors 
12.28 Jury no longer present 
Court clarifies on the ruling of an objection. 
12.29 Mr. Green comments 
Court responds. 
12.30 Recess 
1.36 Back on record 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court just received the objection to the defense's witness. Will take the matter 
up after the State's case. 
Mr. Green comments. 
1.38 Court comments to the Mountain Express reporter and the juror that was 
excused. 
1.40 Reporter responds. 
1.42 Jury present. 
State(Thomas) calls 10th witness, Jerod Sweesy, sworn under oath and 
questioned on direct. Reviews credentials and work experience. Identifies the 
Def. in the courtroom. ISP investigated the case over a period of time prior to the 
grand jury. 
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1.51 Mr. Green objects- hearsay 
Court sustains 
Witness continues, 
Mr. Green objects- hearsay 
State responds 
Court overrules and instructs the jury. 
1.52 Witness continues, with the possibility of the Def. moving, applied for a search 
warrant to place a GPS tracker on the Defs vehicle. Reviews when the Def. was 
arrested. Some questionable items purchased with the program's money were 
found in the vehicle. Reviews the search warrant of the Defs residence. 
Reviews Exh. 549-premarked-id- Burnt Creek Adventures website 
2.07 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 549- No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 549 
Witness continues, reviews the search of the residence. Reviews Exh. 516-
premarked-id-Inventory item-photos Bass Pro Shops Optimizer-Lite Ultra 1-7-
2009 
2.13 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 516 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 516 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 517- premarked-id- Inventory item-photos 
Bass Pro Shops Optimizer-Lite Ultra 3/13/09 
2.15 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 517 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 517 
Witness continues. Reviews Exh. 518-premarked-id-photo of Chad /Wild Boar 
Bow 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 518 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 518 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 518a- premarked-id- photo Chad/big horn 
sheep bow 
2.20 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 518a 
No objection 
Court ADMITS ijXII.'.'518a 
Witness continues. Reviews Exh 519-premarked-id- Inventory item-photos Bass 
Pro Shops Ripcord Code Red Arrowrest(2) 
2.21 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 519 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. ,519 
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Witness continues, reviews Exh. 520-premarked-id-- Inventory item-photos 
Outdoor Visions Big game hunting videos and books 
2.24 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 520 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 520 
Witness continues, Reviews Exh. 521- premarked-id-Inventory Item- photos 
/Cabelas's Inc US Pocket Digital Scale 4/7 /09 
2.25 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 521 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 521 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 522- premarked- id-Inventory item-photos 
Outdoor Research Advanced Blvy Sack MOJO Blue 1 person 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 522 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 522 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 523- premarked-id-Inventory item- photos Les 
Schwab Adj Alum Hitch 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 523 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 523 
2.30 Witness continues, reviews Exh. 524-premarked-id-Certificate of Title Truck 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 524 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 524 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 525-premarked-id-Inventory Item- photos 
Cabela's Inc Remington Premier A-Frame Ammunition 375 H&HM (3) 4/6/10 
2.31 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 525 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 525 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 526-premarked-id-Inventory Item-photos 
Sportsman's Whse Twin Falls, Mapsource Topo 
2.32 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 526 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. S26 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 527-premarked-id-lnventory Item- photo 
Cabela's Inc North Face Superlight Mummy Bag Right Lo 3/3/11 
2.34 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 527 
No objection 
Court A'.DMlTS EXH. S27 
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Witness continues-reviews Exh. 528-premarked-id- Inventory item-photo 
Cabela's Inc Thermarest Neo Air Mattress XL, Thermarest Neo Air Matttress 
Stuff Sack Large 3/3/11 
2.35 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 528 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 528 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 529-premarked-id-Photo tent and gear on 
mountain 
2.37 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 529 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 529 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 530-premarked-id- Inventory item- photo B&H 
Photo 70-200 mm f/7L EF (USM)Lens 
2.38 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 530 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 530 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 531-premarked-id-Inventory item-photo REI 
Direct Sales Outdoor Research Crocodile Gaiters 4/27 /11 
2.42 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 531 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 531 
2.43 Witness continues, reviews Exh. 532 premarked-id- Inventory item-photo REI 
Direct Sales La Sportiva Trango S EVO GTX Mountaineering Boots Size 44 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 532 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 532 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 533-premarked-id-Inventory item- photo 
Backcounty.com Mammut Flamma Softshell Pant-Mens (2) 4/9/12 
2.45 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 533 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 533 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 534- premarked -id- Inventory item- photo 
Cabela's Inc Husky Liners Classis Liners 7-9 Tundra, Husky Liners Classis Liners 
2nd or 3rd seat 9 /2 7 /12 
2.47 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 534 
No objection 
Court ADMITS .EXftS~34 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 535-premarked-id-Inventory item-photo 
Backcountry.com mammut GTX Boot Mens 4/22/13 
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2.48 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 535 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 535 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 536-Inventory item-photo Sportsman's Whse 
Twin Falls, 10D Danner Look 8/14/15 
2.50 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 536 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 536 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 537-premarked- id- Photo Northern Outfitters 
Black Boots 
2.52 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 537 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 537 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 538, 539, 540- premarked- id-Photo Swarovski 
binoculars; Photo Chad Caribou; Photo Chad Standing in hunting gear, Cabela's 
mittens 
2.54 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 538 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 538 
Witness continues. 
2.56 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 539 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 539 
Witness continues 
2.57 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 540 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 540 
Witness continues, reviews Exh 542- premarked-id-Photo Chad Sitting in snow 
with Sitka gear and gators 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 542 
No objection 
Court ADMl'fS EJGH; 542 
2.58 Witness continues, reviews Ehx. 543- premarked-id-Photo Chad sitting with 
Sitka gear and gators 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 543 
No objection 
Court ADMITS.BXlt 543 .. ' . 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 544-premarked-id- photo Outdoorsman camera 
stand 
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3.00 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 544 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 544 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 545- premarked-id- photo Chad sitting with 
Outdoorsman tripod and camera gear 
3.01 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 545 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 545 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 546-premarked-id-photo Chad with vest and 
gators with mule deer 
3.02 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 546 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 546 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 547a, b,c- remarked -id 
3.03 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 547a 
Mr. Green objects- foundation and relevance 
State(Thomas) inquires from the witness. 
3.05 Witness reviews Exh. 548-premarked id-hunting videos, camera SD card, badge 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 548 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 548 
3.06 Witness continues, was never able to locate the Swarovski binoculars. 
Comments on the tool used to measure antlers. Reviews Exh. 525. Discusses 
the type of guns and ammunition that are appropriate for law enforcement. 
8/17 /17 was contacted about a filing cabinet at the school. Reviews what was 
found in the filing cabinet after obtaining a search warrant. 
3.18 Court takes an afternoon break to 3:35pm, admonishes the jurors 
3.19 Recess 
3.46 Back on record 
Jury present 
Court agree 
3.47 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 40 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 40 
3.47 Witness reviews Exh. 541- premarked-id-photo chad looking through binoculars 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 541 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH .. 541 
3.48 Witness reviews Exh. 54 7b- premarked-id-photo chad in airport with group 
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3.49 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 54 7b 
Mr. Green- objection- no foundation 
Court sustains 
Witness continues to reviews Exh. 54 7b 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 547b 
Mr. Green questions witness in aid of objection.- renews objection 
3.51 Court overrules-ADMITS EXH 547b 
Witness continues, reviews Exh. 547c- premarked-id-photo first air gate 
3.52 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 54 7 c 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 547c 
3.53 Witness continues, reviews Exh. 550- id- inventory item- Canon HD camcorder 
State(Thomas) offers Exh. 550 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 550 
Witness reviews Exh 551 id- inventory item- Canaon HD Flash camcorder 
3.55 State(Thomas) offers Exh. 551 
No objection 
Court ADMITS EXH. 551 
3.56 Mr. Green questions the witness on cross. Doesn't recall if there was a copy of 
the by-laws were in the filing cabinet, if it was found it would be in the report 
Mr. Green speaks with the stat 
Mr. Green- State stipulates a copy was in the filing cabinet 
Witness continues, not sure who gives the Def. approval to make purchases. 
Reviews Exh. 516,526,529,530,550,551. Didn'tknowwhatthe Defs 
authority was to have possession of the DARE/PAL property. Reviews Exh. 538-
541, can't tell if these are range finders. 
4.15 State(Thomas) has nothing further. 
Court excuses the witness. 
4.16 State(Thomas) rests. 
Court takes up some matters outside the presence of the jury. Admonishes the 
jury. 
Jury no longer present 
4.17 Mr. Green moves for a 29a judgment of acquittal. Knowledge and authorization 
are in question. 
4.24 Court comments on a statutory guideline. 
4.25 Mr. Green continues to comment on the civil liability. 
4.27 Court inquires why standard wouldn't apply; directors have certain powers and 
the question of them doing a certain action. 
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4.31 Mr. Green responds. 
4.35 Court comment on the time and the excusal of the jury for the night. 
4.38 Jury present 
Counsel agree jury is present 
Court excuses jurors early today, will reconvene at 9am, admonishes the jurors 
4.39 Jury no longer present 
Mr. Green continues 
4.41 State(Fredback) responds to rule 29a motion. 
4.48 Mr. Green responds. 
Court comments about fiduciary duty of an employee to take money to be 
deposited to the bank. 
Mr. Green responds. 
4.50 Court comments on the rule 29a motion, finds there is sufficient evidence, notes 
some definitions and statutes. Denies the motion 
5.05 Mr. Green presents memorandum of law 6 and 7 
Court comments. 
5.07 Mr. Green presents memorandum oflaw 8- can be argued later. 
Court comments, proceeding under the information filed 3/21/17. 
5.10 State(Fredback) addresses the objection to the testimony of Def s expert, George 
Breitsameter. 
Mr. Green responds, cites case law 
Court inquires and comments. 
Mr. Green- State blocked emails until just recently. 
Court reviews scheduling order, and comments on the requests being by email 
rather than a formal request. A summary needs to be prepared and provided to 
the State. 
5.25 Mr. Green has a list of answers to proposed questions to the witness. 
Court comments, there needs to be a summary, not going to exclude the witness. 
5.27 State(Fredback) comments. 
Court will have the witness take the stand now to proffer testimony. 
5.29 George Breitsameter is sworn under oath and questioned on direct. Reviews his 
credentials. Reviews what he has reviewed in preparation of this case. 
5.33 State(Fredback) will object to testimony regarding civil vs criminal 
Court wants to hear more testimony. 
Witness continues. 
5.39 Court inquires from the witness. 
Witness continues. 
5.43 State is not prepared to cross-examine , requests more time. 
5.44 Mr. Green has concerns about the witness availability. 
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5.45 Court comments. 
Mr. Green responds about not being able to get into civil or criminal there is no 
need for his testimony. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green reviews the purpose of the expert testimony. 
5.51 State(Fredback) responds. 
Mr. Green responds. 
State(Fredback) that is a jury instruction question. 
5.55 Court comments. 
Mr. Green comments switching the burden 
Court responds on the authority of the director. 
Mr. Green responds. 
6.01 Court will not exclude the witness, not prepared to rule on the prejudice issue. 
No allowing testimony regarding standards of conduct. 
Mr. Green will not be called. 
Court allows witness to leave. 
6.06 Mr. Green inquires about an instruction conference. 
Court responds. 
Mr. Green will have 2 witnesses. 
6.07 Recess 










IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-3203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearini type: Jm:y Trial - Day 4 
Hearing date: 8/29/2017 
Time: 9:12 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Heidi Schiers 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Court calls case. Counsel and jury present. Parties stipulate and agree that jurors are 
present and in their assiened seat. 
Direct 
State (Mr. Fredback) calls 5th witness - Bryan Carpita. He is sworn under oath and 
testifies. He comments on his occupation and experience in law enforcement Witness 
comments on the hierarchy. 
Witness identifies Defendant in the courtroom. He comments on Mr. Schiermeier's roles in 
the department and how he came to be Defs supervisor. He explains why Defs office 
changed from the middle school to the sheriffs office. 
Mr. Green objects. Overruled by Court. This is witness's personal knowledge, rather than 
legal conclusion. 
Witness supervised Def in role as DARE/PAL program director. He explains how time off 
is aooroved. Def took extended time off for guiding. 
Witness identifies Exhibit 35 - premarked- CD containing Schiermeier's timesheets. 
Exhibit 35 offered and admitted without objection. 
Witness comments on process for annual performance review. He comments on how long 
he worked with Def and how well he knew Def. 
Witness recalls Defs address on Sunrise Ranch. Witness comments on Defs other 
employment as a big game hunting guide. He comments on expensive camouflage clothing 
and optics equipment. Witness comments on his role and duties as a firearms instructor, 
and on the process for issuing firearms. 
Witness recalls discussion with Def about being issued an AR15 weapon. He comments on 
approved service weapons. He explains process for issuing ammunition. 
Mr. Green objects - lack of foundation, knowledge. Opinion. Sustained by Court as to 
foundation. 
Witness only supervised Def, not the actual actj.vities. He comments how DARE/PAL 
activities were approved. Def was paid through Blaine County. Witness comments how 
frequently he encountered Def and discussed DARE/PAL activities. 
Witness comments on the vehicles authorized for DARE/PAL program use. Witness and 
Def would discuss how monies in DARE/PAL were spent, in terms of budget, checks and 
balances. Def told witness that the account was being audited, and that a bookkeeper was 
writing the checks. 
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Witness comments on his role in the Search and Rescue Program. 
9:43 Mr. Green objects - foundation. Sustained by Court. 
Mr. Fredback lavs further foundation. 
9:45 Mr. Green objects - relevance. Overruled by Court. 
Witness explains how they keep receipts for purposes of bookkeeping in the Search and 
Rescue Program. Witness was aware that cash was being used by DARE/PAL, but not the 
extent. The DARE/PAL calendar was approved through witness. As time went on, they 
tried to limit certain activities due to funding. The program was running out of money. 
Hunting and archery were never approved activities. 
9:49 Witness comments on other restrictions of DARE/PAL activities. They wanted to restrict 
overnight trips due to overtime pay. Witness was not a signer on the account until the 
end. Witness explains how he came to review funds of the DARE/PAL account in 2015. 
One Hundred Men who Care had donated $5100, and they had requested to know how 
funds were spent. 
9:55 Witness met with Def in October to discuss donated funds, so that he could report back to 
the donor. Witness requested bank records and the debit card, but he did not give a 
deadline. Def said the debit card had been destroyed by the bank, because it had been 
expired. Witness comments on his efforts to follow up. 
9:59 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 32 - premarked - Text message from Chad Schiermeier. 
Exhibit 32 offered and admitted without objection. Witness summarizes the content of 
the message. 
Witness did not feel this was an adequate response, and so on November 10 he gave Def 
deadline to submit records. The bank records were left in witness's office in an envelope. 
Witness comments on w'hat he noticed when he looked through the records. 
10:04 Mr. Green objects - irrelevant. Sustained by Court. 
Witness comments on actions he took. Witness met with Def on November 15, and he 
recorded the conversation. 
10:07 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 33 - pre marked - Transcript of recording (DVD of 
Schiermeier interviews with Carpita). 
Exhibit 33 offered and admitted without objection. Witness summarizes the content of 
the message. 
10:08 Exhibit 33 published. 
10:33 Mr. Fredback resumes questioning witness. 
Witness comments on the extent to which he understood the DARE/PAL debit card was 
being used, at the time of the interview. 
10:35 Mr. Green objects. Overruled by Court. 
Witness does not recall if he was looking through paper receipts during the interview. 
Witness comments how he followed up after the interview. 
10:37 Court admonishes jury. 
10:38 Recess. 
11:01 Back on Record. Counsel and jury present. Parties stipulate and agree that jurors are 
present and in their assigned seat. 
Mr. Fredbiu;k cQntinues with direi::t examinatiQn. 
Witness comments on life circumstances which Def was overwhelmed with at the time of 
the interview. Witness was added as a signer on the account. Witness met with Def again 
towards the end of that same day. Exhibit 33 contains the 2nd interview of the day. 
11:05 Mr. Fredback resumes playing audio [Exhibit 33). 
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12:08 State resumes questioning witness. Mr. Fredback presents State's Exhibit 33A - transcript 
of the interviews. Exhibit 33a offered and admitted without objection. 
Witness recalls what was obtained from the patrol vehicle. He comments how Def 
returned items. 
Witness put a hold on the account so that nothing could be deposited or withdrawn. HE 
did not make any purchases on the corporate account. After having the taxes completed, 
they closed out the corporation. 
12:13 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 34 - article of dissolution. Exhibit 34 offered and 
admitted without objection. 
Witness explains how he was able to dissolve the corporation. Witness comments on his 
role in the investigation after the case was turned over to Idaho State Police, particularly 
re. cabinet found at the middle school. The storage unit number was A39. Other officers 
inventoried the contents of the storage unit. 
Of the $5100 deposited, the money left over from the donation was returned to One 
Hundred Men Who Care. No further auestions. 
12:18 Recess until 1:30 pm. 
1:39 Back on Record. Counsel and jury present. Parties stipulate and agree that jurors are 
present and in their assigned seat. 
Cross-Examines witness Bryan Carpita. 
Witness clarifies when they went back to chain-of-command supervision. Witness does 
not know what occurred with Def s performance evaluations prior to 2012. Witness does 
not recall if there were hunting videos/DVDs in the school office. The reason they moved 
Def into different office in 2015 is because he was no longer going to be the school 
resource officer. Def did not want to be a patrol deputy. 
1:45 Witness was not familiar with Corey Schiermeier's work. Mr. Green inquires re. Def s 
guiding work. Witness did not ever see Def wear Sitka clothing for PAL events. Witness 
does not know if Def was teaching archery classes. Witness does not know if Def 
purchased range-finder binoculars for PAL. He never saw them. Witness acknowledges 
that range-finder binoculars are expensive. 
1:50 Witness comments that Def was not authorized to use vehicle as a school resource officer 
as part of Sheriffs Office. He does not know what authority Def had as part of DARE/PAL. 
Witness was not aware of DARE/PAL board of directors until he went to the bank and Def 
had been put on suspension. He still does not know exactly how it was set up. 
Def was charging 24 hours per trip, not per day. Witness comments Def was putting at 
least 12 hours one day, and 12 hours the next day. 
1:55 Mr. Green inquires re. approved weapons. Witness does not know if DARE/PAL board 
would have approved purchase of ammo. 
2:00 Mr. Green marks and presents Defense Exhibit C - photo of 3 7 5 H&H rifle. 
Mr. Fred back clarifies re. the limited purpose of the exhibit. Mr. Green - for illustrative 
purposes. State - no objection. 
Exhibit C admitted for demonstrative purposes. 
Witness comments that Def did not know that the meeting was being recorded. 
Mr. Green presents Exhibit 8. Witness reads from Exhibit 8. Witness was operating under 
the impression that DARE/PAL property belonged to the County. 
2:06 Mr. Fredback objects. Sustained by Court. 
Witness comments he was under pressure to find out how the money had been used. He 
believes he and his superiors were disappointed. He does not believe the sheriffs office 
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wanted a big splash with a press release. Witness wrote report on November 19. He was 
added as a signer on the account. 
2:12 Mr. Green marks and presents Defense Exhibit D. Mr. Fredback reviews the exhibit. 
Witness identifies Exhibit D - US Bank doc to add a signer. 
Exhibit D offered and admitted without objection. Witness did not believe this made 
him a corporate officer. 
Mr. Green refers to Exhibit 34. 
2:16 Mr. Fredback objects. Sustained by Court as to form. 
Witness did testify at the grand jury. The sheriffs office knew that Witness was dissolving 
the corporation, and the Secretary of State sent Witness a form to fill out. 
Witness is unable to clearly read the document. There was no vote taken of members. 
Witness referred to himself as a member, after receiving instruction from the Secretary of 
State's office. 
2:21 Witness filled out the document as instructed. 
2:22 Mr. Green refers to 18-3201. Mr. Fredback objects. Court questions basis of the objection. 
Mr. Fredback comments that he has not heard a question. 
2:23 Court excuses jury to discuss the basis of the objection. 
2:24 Proceedings outside presence of jury. 
Court is not sure 18-3201 applies. Mr. Fredback believes it is extremely prejudicial if it 
does apply. Court reviews the statue. 
Mr. Fredback comments on terms of impeachment evidence; the officer stated what he did 
and why he did it. 
Mr. Green comments that he is only offering this on bias. Any officer would know that one 
should not file a false document, no matter what one is told by a clerk By inadvertence 
and lack of checking, the office pursued this course without checking with the corporation 
or any legal authorities. 
2:30 Court comments. This is a path which the Rules don't contemplate. Court sustains the 
objection. 
2:33 Court sustains objection as to reading statutes which may or may not apply, but Mr. Green 
may probe the steps taken in signing the document and why. 
Mr. Green responds. This violates his right to cross-examine the witness. 
Court - it is broad, but not unlimited, and that right has been preserved. 
2:34 Recess. 
2:45 Back on Record. Counsel and jury present. Parties stipulate and agree that jurors are 
present and in their assigned seat. 
Mr. Green continues with cross-examination. He has found a better copy of the Articles of 
Dissolution. He requests to replace his copy with Exhibit 34. 
After discussion, the whole packet is marked as Defense Exhibit E. 
2:50 Witness comments that there was no corporation and no members to do it. 
2:51 Mr. Fredback objects - counsel is testifying. Overruled. Witness would be surprised to 
know that Def is still the manager of the corporation. 
In filling out the Dissolution doc, Witness did not know anything was false. Witness did 
not believe Def was uncooperative. He was trying to get an understanding of the bank 
records. 
2:55 The dissolution did not occur until 2016. Witness believes if they have a legal question, 
they can turn to ICRMP. 
Court provides of ICRMP. Witness does not know if they went to this source for filing the 
dissolution. 
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Court clarifies - Defense Exhibit E is admitted. There was some overlap, but it is 
admitted. 
2:59 Mr. Green has Defense Exhibit F marked - Report of Bryan Carpita. Witness identifies 
exhibit. Mr. Green offers Exhibit F. 
Mr. Fredback objects. Improper impeachment. Court sustains objection. 
Witness comments when he prepared the report. He does not know why he didn't put a 
date on it. 
3:02 Mr. Green comments that prosecution did not know that Witness had recovered 2 boxes 
from the DARE/PAL program. Witness comments that they were turned over to State 
Police. The prosecutors did not have a report. 
April 17, Mr. Green and Def went to the school, and they found out that witness had gone 
to get 2 boxes of records. 
3:03 Mr. Fredback objects. Counsel is testifying. Mr. Green responds. Court overrules the 
objection. 
Witness comments he went to the school on November 24. He got the boxes right around 
that time. 
3:06 Mr. Fredback objects - hearsay. Court allows line of questioning, but anything Mr. Gelskey 
said cannot be for the truth of the matter asserted. Overruled. 
Witness clarifies that the first time he went there, Officer Gelskey showed him what was 
remaining at the school. He saw the boxes, but he did not pick them up. Witness 
comments there were no receipts; there were only binders. He went back and got the 
boxes. Witness did not destroy or hide receipts. 
3:09 After looking further, Officer Gelskey found a file cabinet. 
Court explains to jury that they cannot take the statements of the other individual as truth. 
Witness comments on actions he took once the filing cabinet was found. Witness did not 
violate policy by not filing report at the time. 
3:11 Mr. Green offers Exhibit F. State objects. Court reviews the exhibit. 
Court refers to 803-8. Mr. Fredback agrees that 803-8 would allow it in. State does not 
believe that the officer has testified anything inconsistently. 
Mr. Green comments that he is not offering for the truth of the matter asserted. Court 
responds that it is hearsay. 
Court admits Exhibit F ( over objection). 
No further auestion. 
3:16 Redirect 
Witness comments that the DARE/PAL activities were in the summertime, when Sitka gear 
would not be necessary. Def never told Witness that his gun did not work. Witness 
comments on the issues with having the 375 H&H rifle at a middle school. He believes he 
had sent an email to Def to discuss the records. November 10, Witness gave Def deadline 
to bring records by the end of the day. 
3:22 The election in 2016 was not contested. Witness had never participated in the dissolution 
of a corporation before. He was asked to deal with it, and so he first spoke with Mary Kim 
Deffe about it. This was not normally a part of his duties. Witness did not knowingly and 
falsely fill out the document. He was just following directions. 
Witness clarifies when he went to the middle school to find DARE/PAL documents. He 
looked through the boxes for envelope with receipts, and it was not in there. Ultimately 
the boxes ended up in the DARE storage unit. He shared this with Idaho State Police. 
3:27 Witness later became aware of a file cabinet, when he received a phone call from Officer 
Gelskey. Witness comments on the record report system. Witness never had an RMS case 
for this matter, because ISP was handling it. 
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3:30 Re-Cross Examination 
Witness had given the boxes to ISP prior to April, around the time when he found the 
boxes. 
Nothine further. Witness excused. 
3:31 Direct 
State (Mr. Thomas) calls 6th witness - Fritz Peters. He is sworn under oath and testifies. 
He comments on his occupation and experience as principal. He comments on how he 
knows Defand identifies Def in the courtroom. He states the address of the school in 
Blaine County. Witness recalls where Defs different officers were located, and he explains 
the reasons for the different office moves. 
3:36 Witness does not recall Def ever showing hunting videos in his offices. When Witness was 
there, the DARE/PAL activities were exclusive to the summertime. In spring 2015, the 
district made a contract with Hailey Police Dept for a full time SRO. Witness comments 
when the remodels occurred. They had to store some of Def s things in a back corner of an 
in-school suspension room. Witness does not believe any items were destroyed. They 
discovered a 4-drawer cabinet this past year in a little nook. 
3:41 In fall oflast year, Detective Carpita loaded up the DARE/PAL stuff, but he did not know 
about the file cabinet Witness explains how Officer Gelskev came to find the fl.line cabinet 
3:42 Mr. Green comments that this sounds like hearsay. Court - no contemporaneous 
objection, and so they will move on. Court cautions jury that anything told to this witness 
may not be considered for the truth of the mater asserted. 
Witness comments that they did not want this to occur during work hours in the future. 
The only visit Witness saw was when Mr. Green and Def came with subpoenas. Idaho State 
Police eventually served a search warrant and took the filing cabinet Witness does not 
know of any documents beine taken out by himself or his staff. 
3:46 Cross-Examination 
Witness saw Mr. Green April 17, but Witness heard Mr. Green was also there during spring 
break in March. Officer Gelskey found the filing cabinet after the April 17 meeting. 
Witness comments when Def came to pick up his things in summer 2015, and the filing 
cabinet was left behind. Witness comments on Fred Trinkle's role at the time. 
Nothine further. No Redirect. Witness excused. 
3:52 .Imm 
State (Mr. Fredback) calls 7th witness - Meredith Landes. She is sworn under oath and 
testifies. She comments on her occupation and duties at US Bank, as well as on her 
experience. The branch is located in Hailey, ID. Witness is the records custodian, and she 
comments how those records are kept 
3:55 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 36a,b,c,d- CD's of US Bank Records. Exhibit 36 (all 
parts) offered and admitted without objection. 
Witness identifies State's Exhibit 31- Unincorporated Resolution. Witness explains that 
the resolution tells the signers on the account what transactions the signers can perform. 
No further auestions. 
3:58 Cross-Examination 
Mr. Green questions re. crossed-out signatures on the back page of Exhibit 31. Witness 
does not have an explanation for this. Witness comments that one of these documents 
would have been executed at the time of the account opening. Witness comments that she 
is the sales and service manager. 
Nothine further. No redirect. Witness excused . 
4:00 .ll.illi1 
State (Mr. Fredback) calls Bth witness - Mike Abaid. He is sworn under oath and testifies. 
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Witness identifies Def in the courtroom. Witness did an inventory of PAL storage unit 
November 18. He comments where the storage unit was located, in Blaine County. 
Witness comments which other detectives were present. He comments on the process for 
inventorying items in the storage unit. 
4:05 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 38 a,b,c - photos of the storage unit. Exhibit 38 a,b,c 
offered and admitted without objection. 
Witness describes items he found in the storage unit. 
4:10 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 37 - Inventory report of the storage unit. Exhibit 37 
offered and admitted without objection. 
N othine in the unit appeared particularly valuable. Witness did not find anv receipts. 
4:12 Cross-Examination 
Witness did not know that Def had a shipping container on his property. Witness was part 
of the search at Defs grandmother's house. His only role was to inventory the storage 
unit. 
Nothing further. No redirect. Witness excused. 
4:14 Recess until 4:30 pm. 
4:35 Back on Record. Counsel and jury present. Parties stipulate and agree that jurors are 
present and in their assigned seat. 
Mr. Fredback offers State's Exhibits 501-515. Mr. Green has no objection. 
Mr. Fredback puts on the record what these exhibits consist of. Each exhibit is an affidavit 
followed by invoice/receipt, followed by description of property. 
4:39 State's Exhibits 501-515 are admitted. 
Direct 
State (Mr. Fredback) calls 9th witness - Linda Czemerys. She is sworn under oath and 
testifies. She comments on her occupation as a private financial consultant. Prior to that, 
she was employed by the IRS, and then she became a special agent for the criminal 
division. 
Witness identifies State's Exhibit 39 - her resume. State's Exhibit 39 offered and 
admitted without objection. 
Witness comments on her education, training, and experience conducting audits. 
4:45 Witness began private consulting in 2010. After completing work at the U.S. Attorney's 
office, she began working as a financial investigator for Idaho State Police. Witness 
explains how she came to investigate this matter. Witness explains possible consequences 
for filing false tax returns. There was a special organization within the IRS to work non-
profit cases. 
4:49 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 36 - US Bank records. She reviewed these documents in 
preparing a spreadsheet. She states the last 4 digits of the bank account. There were 2 
debit cards associated with the account, and witness recalls the last 4 digits of those cards. 
Witness identifies Exhibits 501-515. She included transactions from these businesses into 
her spreadsheet. Witness had access to DARE/PAL event calendars, and she also included 
those in her spreadsheet. She determined when DARE/PAL events occurred in 2009 by 
reviewing Mr. Scheiermeier's timesheets. Witness reviewed a check register from a 
Quicken account as part of her investigation. 
Witness comments that the timeframe ran from 2000-2012. Witness did not see any cash 
withdrawals for the first 2 years. 2003-2004 there began to be numerous cash 
withdrawals from the account. 
4:53 Witness identifies State's Exhibit 40 - thumb-drive containing Powerpoint presentation 
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for this case, prepared by Ms. Czemerys. 
Witness describes the newspaper ads for PAL activities for the various years. There is a 
combination of Spanish and English for the record. 
4:56 Mr. Green objects to exhibit, and references Defendant's previous Trial Memorandum. He 
comments that the documents are irrelevant. 
Court reviews the Memorandum. Court overrules. 
4:57 Witness explains what she did to prepare the spreadsheet. She did this for every year 
between 2009-2015. 
4:59 Court breaks for the evening. Court admonishes jurors. Reconvene tomorrow at 9 am. 
5:00 Recess. 
COURT MINUTES 8 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR-2016-3203 




CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the State of Idaho by and through Matthew Fredback, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney, and does hereby request the Court to give the following jury instructions to the jury in the 
trial of the above-entitled case. 
The State hereby objects to all instructions requested by the defendant that are inconsistent 
with the State's proposed instructions. 
DATED this _}_Q_ day of August, 2017. 
/L{~~ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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ICJI 201 ROLE OF JUDGE AND JURY 
INSTRUCTION NO. ---
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct you as to the law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow some and ignore 
others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for some of the rules, you are bound 
to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell you, it is my instruction 
that you must follow. 
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ICJI 202 DETERMINING FACTS FROM THE EVIDENCE AND DISREGARDING 
NON-EVIDENCE 
INSTRUCTION NO. ---
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply those facts to 
the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the evidence presented in the 
case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. What they say in their 
opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is included to help you interpret the 
evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you remember them differ from the way the 
lawyers have stated them, follow your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or which you have been instructed to disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the court was not in session. 
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ICJI 206 INSTRUCTIONS AND EXHIBITS 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They are part of 
the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them or write or mark on them in any 
way. Some of the exhibit(s) have been sealed in bags or containers that allow you to view them. 
Do not open or remove the contents of these exhibits. If you have any questions about the 
handling or use of the exhibits, submit those questions in writing to me through the bailiff. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific instructions. There 
may or may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. If there is, you should not concern 
yourselves about such gap. 
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ICJI 208 "ON OR ABOUT"-EXPLAINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. ---
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain date. If you find 
the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was committed on that precise date. 
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ICJI 305 UNION OF ACT AND INTENT 
INSTRUCTION NO. ---
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act and intent. 
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ICJI 551 THEFT BY UNAUTHORIZED CONTROL OR TRANSFERS 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Theft by Unauthorized Control or Transfer, the 
state must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about or between January 2009 and December 3 ist, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant Chad R. Schiermeier took or exercised control over or made a transfer of 
money and/or property, 
4. another person was the owner of the property, 
5. the defendant knew that the defendant was not authorized by the owner to do so, and 
6. the defendant had the intent to deprive the owner of such property. 
7. the money and/or property exceeded one thousand dollars ($1000) in value. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
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ICJI 542A GRAND THEFT 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Grand Theft, the state must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or about or between January 2009 and December 31 st, 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant Chad R. Schiermeier wrongfully took, obtained or withheld property 
and/or money, 
4. from an owner, 
5. with the intent to deprive an owner of the property or to appropriate the property, and 
6. the property and/or money exceeded one thousand dollars ($1000) in value 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the defendant 
not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find 
the defendant guilty. 
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ICJI 562 INTENT TO APPROPRIATE OR DEPRIVE DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
The phrase "intent to deprive" means: 
a. The intent to withhold property or cause it to be withheld from an owner permanently 
or for so extended a period or under such circumstances that the major portion of its economic 
value or benefit is lost to such owner; or 
b. The intent to dispose of the property in such manner or under such circumstances as to 
render it unlikely that an owner will recover such property. 
The phrase "intent to appropriate" means: 
a. The intent to exercise control over property, or to aid someone other than the owner to 
exercise control over it, permanently or for so extended a period of time or under such 
circumstances as to acquire the major portion of its economic value or benefit; or 
b. The intent to dispose of the property for the benefit of oneself or someone other than 
the owner. 
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ICJI 570 OBTAIN DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
To "obtain" property means to bring about a transfer of an interest in or the possession of 
the property. 
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ICJI 571 OWNER DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
An "owner" of property is any person who has a right to possession of such property 
superior to that of the defendant. 
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ICJI 572 PERSON DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
"Person" means an individual, corporation, association, public or private corporation, city 
or other municipality, county, state agency or the state of Idaho. 
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ICJI 573 PROPERTY DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
"Property" means anything of value including labor or services. 
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ICJI 574 THEFT-DEFINED 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
A person steals property and commits theft when, with intent to deprive another of 
property or appropriate the same to the person or to a third party, such person wrongfully takes, 
obtains, or withholds such property from an owner thereof. 
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ICJI 555 THEFT-DIFFERENT FORMS POSSIBLE 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
There are different forms of Theft, depending upon the manner in which the theft was 
committed. The defendant Chad R. Schiermeier is charged in Count I with the theft of money 
and/or property of DARE/PAL Inc. The state alleges that such theft was committed by Grand 
Theft by Unauthorized Control. If you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt and unanimously 
agree that the defendant committed the crime of Theft, you should find the defendant guilty. You 
are not required to agree as to which particular form of theft the defendant committed. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
Unanimity not required for each individual act of theft relied upon to reach $1,000 threshold for 
single charge of grand theft. 
State v. Berreman-Garcia, 160 Idaho 642 (Ct. App. 2016). 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 
(1) A director shall discharge his duties as a director, including his duties as a member of a 
committee: 
(a) In good faith; 
(b) With the care an ordinarily prudent person in a like position would exercise under 
similar circumstances; and 
( c) In a manner the director reasonably believes to be in the best interests of the 
corporation. 
Idaho Code Ann.§ 30-30-618 (West) 
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ICJI 204 CONCLUDING REMARKS (HOW TO DELIBERATE) 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
I have outlined for you the rules of law applicable to this case and have told you of some of 
the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to determine the facts. In a few 
minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to you, and then you will retire to the jury 
room for your deliberations. 
The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not evidence. If you remember the facts 
differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you should base your decision on what 
you remember. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of your deliberations are important. It is 
rarely productive at the outset for you to make an emphatic expression of your opinion on the 
case or to state how you intend to vote. When you do that at the beginning, your sense of pride 
may be aroused, and you may hesitate to change your position even if shown that it is wrong. 
Remember that you are not partisans or advocates, but are judges. For you, as for me, there can 
be no triumph except in the ascertainment and declaration of the truth. 
As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another and to deliberate before making your 
individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss among yourselves all of the evidence you 
have seen and heard in this courtroom about this case, together with the law that relates to this 
case as contained in these instructions. 
During your deliberations, you each have a right to re-examine your own views and change 
your opinion. You should only do so if you are convinced by fair and honest discussion that 
your original opinion was incorrect based upon the evidence the jury saw and heard during the 
trial and the law as given you in these instructions. 
Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with the objective of 
388 of 684
reaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing your individual judgment. Each of 
you must decide this case for yourself; but you should do so only after a discussion and 
consideration of the case with your fellow jurors. 
However, none of you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight or effect of 
evidence or as to the innocence or guilt of the defendant because the majority of the jury feels 
otherwise or for the purpose of returning a unanimous verdict. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ___ day of June, 2016, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Tom Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
409 N. Main St. 
Hailey, ID 83333 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
Janis Nelson, Felony Assistant 
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FILED ~-r~t&9llZ 
[ AUG 3 0 __ 2_017 J 
Jolynn Drage, Clari, District 
Cowt Blaine County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO 
DEFENDANT'S WITNESS GEORGE 
BREITSAMETER 
Plaintiff, State of Idaho, hereby objects to the Defendant's witness George 
Breitsameter on the following grounds: The Defendant failed to disclose the witness in 
accordance with the Court's Pretrial Order; and if the Defendant intends to call the witness 
as an expert, the Defendant failed to disclose the expert witness in accordance with Idaho 
Criminal Rule 16(c)(4). 
Accordingly, the State objects to George Breitsameter's testimony in this 
proceeding. 
DATED this 'SO day of August, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S WITNESS GEORGE BREITSAMETER- Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~.,--
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ..... VU"""'--.::__ day of August, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
~and Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy/email 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S WITNESS GEORGE BREITSAMETER- Page 2 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4th Avenue North 
FILED ~-·~oCe.V(~ 
Au,~ ? 0 ","''7 P.O. Box 528 .J-/ i.-.l>i 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 























Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 6 
1. Theft by unauthorized control and other thefts 
require proof that the property in question be the 
property of the "owner" as defined by statute. 
2. I.C. Sec. 18-2402(6) defines the property owner 
as " ... any person who has a right to possession 
thereof superior to that of the taker, obtainer or 
withholder." 
3. The State has the burden of proving beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the non-profit corp. had 
possessory rights to the bank funds superior to 
any possessory rights defendant had when he 
exercised the alleged unauthorized control. 
1 
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Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
The importance of the foregoing principles were firmly established in State v. Bennett, 
246 P.3d 387,388 (Id. 2010), wherein the Idaho Supreme Court stated the following concerning 
the alleged theft of a trailer: 
This decision hinges on the definition of"owner" in LC. Sec. 18-2402(6). 
Bennett was charged with a violation of LC. Sec 18-2403(1 ). For Bennett to be guilty, 
Lefave must have been the "owner" of the trailer. Idaho Code Sec. 18-2403(1) states: 
"A person steals property and commits theft when, with intent to deprive another of 
property or to appropriate the same to himself or to a third person, he wrongfully takes, 
obtains or withholds such property from an owner thereof." Idaho Code Sec. 18-2402(6) 
defines "owner" as "any person who has a right to possession thereof superior to that of 
the taker, obtainer or withholder." Thus, in this case, the State had the burden of proving 
that Lefave had possessory rights in the trailer superior to any possessory rights that 
Bennett had at the time of the alleged wrongful taking. ( emphasis added) 
The Supreme Court went on to point out that the original owner of the trailer in question, 
" ... parted with possession and had no legal security interest entitling him to repossession of the 
trailer upon Bennet's default," going on to state that without the legally cognizable security 
interest under the UCC, the original owner only had a contractual civil suit for the remaining 
amount due under the sale agreement, and therefore vacated the defendant's conviction for theft. 
The Bennett case was reviewed earlier by the Idaho Appellate Court, and the defendant's 
conviction was upheld. State v. Bennett, Case No. 34066, 2009 Opinion No. 29 (Id. App. 2009). 
That decision is very informative as it points out the same defect in reasoning that is being 
wrongfully pressed against Chad Schiermeier in this case-trying to make a criminal case out of 
a purely civil matter contrary to the Idaho Constitution. 
In the Appellate Court decision, the Court placed undue emphasis on the facts 
surrounding the agreement between the buyer and seller of the trailer. The seller had parted with 
2 
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possession of the trailer, but only so that it could be located on a specific lot where the hitch was 
locked and the buyer told not to move it anywhere else. The appellate court held that it was 
reasonable for the jury to conclude that the seller had not parted with all possessory rights and 
had thereby retained superior possessory rights. The Idaho Supreme Court however overturned 
the conviction on the grounds that the seller had transferred possession to the buyer, and in spite 
of the parties' agreement purporting to restrict movement of the trailer, the seller had not kept 
any legal security interest in the trailer. The seller was left to his contract civil remedies and the 
matter did not arise to the level of a theft, all based on the definition of "owner". 
State v. Johnson, 326 P.3d 361 (Id. App. 2014), referenced in the defendant's Pretrial 
Memorandum previously filed herein, is another excellent Idaho case dealing with the "owner" 
issue in a theft by unauthorized control case. The facts of the case involved a proposed purchase 
of four motorcycles from a cycle dealer. The verbal agreement between the buyer and seller was 
that the buyer would provide a check for the purchase of the four cycles at dealer invoice, and 
the dealer would order the cycles from the manufacturer and deliver them to the purchaser. The 
check was provided and the dealer put it in his business account and spent the funds for unrelated 
business and personal purposes. The cycles were never ordered nor the funds delivered to the 
manufacturer, so the cycles were never delivered to the buyer nor the funds returned. The dealer 
was charged and convicted for theft by unauthorized control, but the district court threw out the 
conviction on a motion for judgment of acquittal based on the failure of the state to prove that the 
purchaser was the "owner" of the funds notwithstanding the acknowledged oral agreement 
between the parties, because the purchaser did not retain any possessory rights to the funds when 
he provided the check to the dealer. He had a civil contract case, but the matter was not criminal 
in nature and criminal prosecution would be in violation ofldaho Constitution Article I Sec. 15. 
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When applied to the facts in the present case against Chad Schieremeier, the State cannot 
avoid the Certificate of Authority that was signed at U.S. Bank giving Defendant the right to 
expend the corporation's funds at any time in any manner deemed appropriate, without the 
corporation reserving any possessory rights to said funds. There was no security interest in such 
funds, nor any mechanism for having the funds returned. The corporation had statutory rights to 
assert civil remedies against Schiermeier, but without retaining superior possessory rights to the 
funds, the matter could not be prosecuted criminally as a theft of any kind. 
DATED this 23 rd day of August, 2017. 
~12gff~ 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served in trial beginning 23rd day of August, 2017 by the 
following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 7 
1. LC. Sec. 18-2402(6) which defines "owner" 
as " ... any person who has a right to possession 
thereof superior to that of the taker, obtainer or 
withholder," is ambiguous and the doctrine of 
lenity must be applied to construe the statute in 
favor of defendant. 
2. When such statute is construed in favor of defendant 
and in light of applicable Idaho court decisions, the 
result is that the non-profit corporation cannot have 
a right to possession of the bank funds at issue in this 
case superior to that of defendant unless such right is 
preserved in a written document approved by the 
corporation similar to a UCC security interest. 
1 
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Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
In State v. Bennett, 246 P.3d 387,388 (Id. 2010), the Idaho Supreme Court stated that in 
order to constitute theft of the trailer that was sold in that case through an oral contract, the seller 
had to have retained possessory rights in the trailer superior to any possessory rights that the 
buyer had at the time of the alleged wrongful taking. The Idaho Supreme Court also held that 
the State had the burden of proving such superior possessory rights. The Supreme Court went on 
to point out however that the original owner of the trailer in question, " ... parted with possession 
and had no legal security interest entitling him to repossession of the trailer upon Bennet's 
default," going on to state that without the legally cognizable security interest, the original owner 
only had a contractual civil suit for the remaining amount due under the sale agreement, and 
therefore vacated the defendant's conviction for theft as a matter oflaw. 
It is interesting to note therefore, that the State had the burden of proving the superior 
possessory rights but could not do so because as a matter oflaw, there were no such rights. 
In its decision, the Court, at 246 P.3d 389, did point out that the criminal code dealing with 
"owner" " ... does not provide guidance on possessory rights." The case involved the sale of 
goods, so the Court turned to the UCC for further insight, however this case does not involve the 
sale of goods and there is no such additional statutory authority such as the UCC to consult for 
further assistance. As applied in the present case, therefore, the statute is ambiguous and does 
not provide any definition of what would constitute evidence of superior possessory rights in this 
case. In such situations, the statute is ambiguous and the rule of lenity applies. 
The rule oflenity was fully set forth in State v. Morrison, 147 P.3d 91 (Id. App. 2006) 
wherein the court noted that, " ... if a criminal statute is ambiguous, the rule of lenity applies and 
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the statute must be construed in favor of the accused." In evaluating the issue as to whether a 
statute is ambiguous, the court turned to an Idaho Supreme Court case, quoting the following: 
A statute defining a crime must be sufficiently explicit so that all persons subject 
thereto may know what conduct on their part will subject them to its penalties. A 
criminal statute must give a clear and unmistakable warning as to the acts which will 
subject one to criminal punishment, and courts are without power to supply what the 
legislature has left vague. An act cannot be held as criminal under a statute unless it 
clearly appears from the language used that the legislature so intended. ( citations 
omitted). ( emphasis added) 
In this case therefore, the court is without power to supply what the legislature has left 
vague-how to determine whether the non-profit corporation retained a right of possession to its 
bank funds superior to the possessory rights granted to Chad Schiermeier in the Certificate of 
Authority. It has been made clear that the State has the burden of proving such superior 
possessory rights, but such proof cannot ignore the rules of evidence and must be based on 
something more than the civil avenues open to any corporation against its officers and directors. 
Idaho cases have already ruled out mere contractual remedies as providing any basis for superior 
rights of possession when actual possession has been voluntarily provided to another. 
Based on the prior Idaho cases dealing with this issue, together with the laws requiring 
strict adherence to corporate bylaws and statutes, it is clear that the application of the rule of 
lenity to the resolution of the "superior possessory rights" issue in this case can only be resolved 
in the State's favor if the State can provide a written corporate document properly adopted by the 
corporation legally retaining such superior possessory rights in the corporate bank funds with the 
same strength as a security interest as in UCC cases. Since that cannot be provided, this case 
should be dismissed or a judgment of acquittal granted. 
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DATED this 23 rd day of August, 2017. 
~R.~ 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served in trial beginning 23rd day of August, 2017 by the 
following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id. us 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MEMORANDUM OF LAW 8 
1. The defendant has been charged with Theft By 
Unauthorized Control. The State has pled the 
Information in language which has led the defendant 
and the court to believe he is charged with only 
that specific form of theft. 
2. In the event the State attempts to prosecute defendant 
under any theory of theft other than Theft By Unauthor-
ized Control, such actions would deprive defendant 
of due process oflaw, would violate the parties' 
agreement as to the filing of the Information, and 
should be prohibited. 
Thomas R. Green, attorney pro hac vice for defendant, submits the following 
memorandum of law: 
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Defendant has been charged by way of an Information, with one count of Theft By 
Unauthorized Control. The Court informed defendant at arraignment on March 21, 2017 that 
defendant was being charged with " ... one count of grand theft, unauthorized use of this money," 
which defendant accepted as meaning Theft By Unauthorized Control. Defendant had no issue 
with such charge, but later, did notice that the Information did not allege the particular section of 
the general theft statute which provides for that specific theory of theft, LC. Sec. 18-2403(3). 
Defense counsel therefore asked at the end of the next hearing on April 18, 2017 for an 
acknowledgement of that specific charge for purposes of confirming what jury instructions to 
expect. The State did not respond, but the court indicated the charge was grand theft. Defense 
counsel referenced the law in Idaho concerning the liberal degree of specificity required in theft 
allegations and asked again if this case dealt with theft by unauthorized control, since that 
wording was alleged in the Information. The court responded by stating, "Yeah. Well, I think 
take a look at the Information and the standard instructions, and if there are problems, 
deficiencies or questions, I don't think now is the time for that." Defense counsel then 
concluded the inquiry with, "Right. If there's no difference about that-I looked at the 
instructions for unauthorized control, I have no problem with the standard instructions at all." 
By that point in the proceedings therefore, the parties and the court were all moving forward with 
the understanding that the charge in this case was one count of Theft By Unauthorized Control. 
Pursuant to the parties' agreement to file the Information, which was placed on the record at the 
arraignment on March 21, 2017, the charge as filed that date was the final charge which could be 
asserted in this matter and the State cannot deviate from that charge. 
Even though the State has never commented on the record that the charge in this case is 
Theft By Unauthorized Control, the State was always present when the defense and court made 
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the foregoing record and therefore has waived any objection it may have to such conclusion. 
The State in fact contributed to that understanding by alleging in the Information the specific 
manner and means by which the alleged grand theft was committed. The language states that to 
commit the crime the defendant," ... to wit: through a common scheme or plan did unlawfully, 
and without authority, withdraw monies from US Bank account number XXXX-8338 by cash, 
and/or check withdrawals, and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa debit card number 
XXXX-7161 and/or XXXX-1876, from an account exclusively for the use of the Blaine County 
D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC., to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw money for his personal use 
where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed one thousand dollars ($1000.00) .. " 
( emphasis added). 
The State made two mistakes in setting forth the specific statute numbers applicable to 
the charge-alleging violations of I.C. Sec. 18-2403(1) and 18-2407(1)(b )(l) rather than 18-
2403(3) and 18-2407(1)(b)(8). These inconsistencies caused questions to arise concerning the 
charge. However, due to the clarifications sought and received by the defense from the court, 
without objection by the State, and based upon the language in the Information concerning 
aggregation of the amounts involved in the separate incidents in the "common scheme or plan," 
it has been clear that the charge in this case is Theft By Unauthorized Control, and the defense 
has been satisfied with that and has not raised the mistaken statutory citations as an issue in the 
case. The Information should probably be amended to reflect the correct statute numbers for the 
record. 
Normally, Idaho statutes governing the various types of theft also provide that it is not 
necessary for the State to allege the specific form of theft alleged and that it is sufficient if the 
Information describes the nature and value of the property stolen, and identifies the time, place 
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and persons or property owners involved. LC. Sec 18-2409. In State v. Owen, 935 P.2d 183 (Id. 
App. 1997), the court pointed out that such limited information in the allegations did satisfy the 
specificity requirements of the Idaho theft statutes, but the defendant in that case raised the issue 
that mere compliance with such minimum requirements of the statute did not satisfy federal due 
process of law standards. The Idaho Appellate court acknowledged that Idaho has recognized 
the higher federal standard and stated: "An Information must be specific enough to advise a 
defendant as to the particular section of the statute he or she is being charged with having 
violated and, in addition, must set forth a concise statement of the facts constituting the alleged 
offense sufficiently stated that the particular offense may be identified with certainty as to time, 
place and persons involved." (citing State v. Grady, 404 P.2d 347 (Id. 1965)). The court went on 
to point out that even where an Idaho prosecutor has relied on the provisions of LC. Sec. 18-2409 
and has failed to set forth specific details relating to the charged offense, a defendant cannot 
prevail on a claim of prejudice resulting from a violation of due process where the details of the 
crime have been made available by way of a preliminary hearing held on the charges. 
In this case, defendant cannot claim any due process violation with respect to the 
allegations of the Information due to the fact the specific form of theft being alleged has been 
clarified on the record and the allegations of Theft By Unauthorized Control alleged in the 
Information are sufficiently clear that defendant has been adequately advised of the charge 
against him. Even with the mistaken statutory references, the specific wording of the 
Information setting forth the manner and means of the commission of the crime is clear enough 
for defendant to know those references are merely mistakes and also to realize what statutes 
actually apply as conceded above. 
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The court in the Owen decision at 935 P.2d 183,200 (footnote 8), noted that the 
defendant's argument concerning a due process violation arising from lack of specificity in the 
Information could, " ... well be revived in a case where a defendant waives the preliminary 
hearing, or where the prosecutor proceeds by way of a grand jury indictment without affording 
the defendant a preliminary hearing." Such was the situation in this case against Chad 
Schiermeier. However the court also pointed out in the same footnote that, "To avoid the due 
process problem encountered here, a prosecutor simply could ignore I.C. Sec. 19-2409(1) and 
insert appropriate language in the information or indictment, similar to the information reviewed 
in State v. Darbin, 109 Idaho 516, 518-19, 708 P.2d 921, 923-24 (Ct. App. 1985), stating the way 
the defendant committed the alleged theft." And that is precisely what the State did in the 
present case, by setting forth the manner and means by which defendant allegedly committed the 
crime of Theft By Unauthorized Control in the Information. 
In the final analysis, the allegations in this case are legally sufficient and there will be no 
due process violation so long as the State continues to pursue its case based on the form of theft 
known as Theft By Unauthorized Control. In the event the State attempts to assert any form of 
theft other than by unauthorized control, such action will not only violate the understandings that 
have been placed on the record thus far, but will also violate the parties' agreement that this 
alleged crime will be the one and only crime to ever be alleged by the State in this case. Such 
action would also constitute a due process violation and would prejudice the defense in this case 
to the point a dismissal would be required. Any such attempt by the State should be prohibited. 
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DATED this 23rd day of August, 2017. 
~~~ 
Thomas R. Green 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served in trial beginning 23rd day of August, 201 7 by the 
following means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 pt Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Jury Trial-~ \.o 
Hearing date: 8/31/2017 
Time: 9:02 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court introduces the case. 
Mr. Green asks to strike Exh. 547b 
State(Thomas) responds. 
Court comments, will rule on the motion to strike Exh. 54 7b later. 
Mr. Green suggests substituting Exh. 547a in for Exh. 547b 
Court comments. 
State doesn't care if the faces are blackened out. 
Mr. Green objects to that suggestion. 
Court will think on the matter. 
Court gives the Def. his rights to or to not testify. 
Jury present. 
Counsel agree jurors are present 
Mr. Green calls 1st witness, Fred Trenkle, sworn under oath and questioned on 
direct. Was a teacher at the Middle School until retiring 4 years ago. Worked 
with the Def. since 2001. Def. uses his own truck to go on rafting trips. Believes 
the Def s family cabin was used for the kids when rafting. Def. taught the kids 
archery. Discusses the use of a spotting scope and binoculars at the nature camp 
with 6th grade kids. 
State objects 
Mr. Green the only use is demonstrative 
Court will have a photo taken of the binoculars and mark them as an exhibit. 
COURT MINUTES 1 
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Witness continues, reviews Exh. 541, binoculars in the picture are range finders. 
Kids would watch movies and look at pictures in the Defs office, specifically 
hunting videos. 
9.46 State(Thomas) questions the witness on cross. 
9.53 Court allows witness to step down 
State will take a picture of the binoculars. 
9.54 Mr. Green calls 2nd witness, Wayne Clayton, owns High Desert Sports in Hailey. 
Has taught archery classes with the Def. Reviews Exh. 517,516. 
10.05 State(Thomas) questions the witness on cross 
10.08 Court allows witness to step down. 
Mr. Green has no further witnesses 
State has no rebuttal witness 
10.09 Court will excuse the jurors until 1pm. Admonishes the jurors. 
10.12 Jury no longer present. 
Mr. Green would like to substitute 547a for 547b or add 547a or strike 547b 
10.13 State responds 
Court comments on jury instructions. 
Mr. Green will have some proposed jury instructions. 
10.17 Court comments 
Mr. Green presents some proposed instructions 
Court comments on providing an instruction with law that doesn't apply. 
10.24 State(Fredback) responds. 
Court comments on no definition of unauthorized. 
State(Fredback) comments. 
10.28 Mr. Green responds. 
Court comments on defense instructions. 
Mr. Green objects and comments on expenditure that are civil matter. 
Court comments. 
10.38 State responds on defining wrongful and unauthorized. 
Court was inclined to give an instruction set forth general duties of the director. 
10.41 State responds about the duties of care and difference of unauthorized. 
10.42 Court will get a draft of instructions out and allow time for the court to review 
proposed instructions. 
Mr. Green has a couple motions that will need addressed. 
Court comments on options for instructions 
Mr. Green comments 
10.48 State comments. 
Court comments on the definition of authority. 
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Mr. Green comments on stock instructions. 
Court comments 
Mr. Green, Def. is still the manager of the corp. and could call the directors to 
reconstitute the corporation. 
10.56 State(Fredback) responds, no argument should be made regarding civil 
remedies to the jury. 
Court comments on confusing the jury. 
Mr. Green comments. 
10.59 Court responds. 
Mr. Green comments. 
11.03 Recess 
12.24 Back on record 
Court comments on an issue to charge this in the elements instruction. Reviews 
State's instructions and the Memo oflaw 8. 
12.29 State(Fredback) responds- adding knowledge in the grand theft instruction. 
Comments on different forms of theft. 
12.33 Mr. Green stands on memo 8, and comments further. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green presents the Court with a transcript of the 3 /21/17 hearing. 
12.40 State(Fredback) refers page and line in the transcript. 
12.43 Court comments on the short/ loose language used at the 3/21 arraignment. 
12.45 Mr. Green feels mislead by the charge. 
State(Fredback) the information was filed and it has not been changed. 
Mr. Green responds. 
12.48 Court comments on the information that is going to trial. Sock criminal 
instructions will be used. 
State(Fredback) inquires regarding the civil issue 
Court comments. 
State(Fredback) has concerns about statement regarding this is a civil case. 
12.53 Mr. Green responds. 
State(Fredback) responds. 
Court inquires about lesser included 
State(Fredback) and Mr. Green not wanting a lesser included charge 
12.57 State(Fredback) concerned about argument pointing the finger at the 
prosecutor's office. 
Court comments on the right way to argue certain things, but there is a limit 
1.01 Court comments on Exh. 54 7b, will remain admitted without change. No 
argument maybe done on the matter to the jury. 
1.03 State(Fredback) has the picture of the binoculars. 
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Court will have the exhibit marked as a demonstrative. 
Court comments on the elements instructions 
Mr. Green responds regarding a possible continuance to tomorrow morning for 
closing argument. 
Court inquires about using the word funds. 
State(Fredback) responds 
1.12 Court clarifies. 
Mr. Green - needs more time 
State objects to a continuance 
1.14 Court inclined to give counsel more time. 
State responds, would like to do closings today. 
Court comments. Suggests inquiring from the jurors about any scheduling issue. 
Counsel have no issue with the Bailiff inquiring from jurors. 
Mr. Green inquires about some additional instructions 
1.19 Recess 
1.23 Back on record. 
Counsel agree counsel jury is present. 
Court jurors are released until tomorrow morning at 9am for instructions and 
closing argument. Admonishes the jurors. 
1.25 Jury no longer present. 
Court will put together a draft of instructions and verdict form. 
1.26 Recess 
2.52 Back on record 
Court inquires about typos and issues with instructions provided. 
2.53 State - #19- over $1,000; #21 
2.55 Court responds about the difficulty of the instruction regarding aggregating 
State responds, no issue with 21. Inquires about an instruction. 
Court refers to #20 
State responds, requests an addition instruction. 
Court comment on additional wording. 
3.04 State- instruct jury re 18-2406- not a defense to theft for accused to restore 
property. 
Court comments. 
3.06 Mr. Green, opposed to the return of property instruction. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green responds. Requests lesser included charge. 
3.10 Court comments. 
State responds. 
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Court will give lesser included charge. 
3.12 Mr. Green addresses·a proposed instruction 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green wanted the UCC instruction. 
3.21 State responds. 
Court comments. 
Mr. Green, checks delivered to corporation have not strings attached from the 
donor. 
Court- will not give that instruction. The donor is not the victim DARE/PAL is 
the victim. The issue is the unlawful taking. 
3.25 Mr. Green reviews the two stages, 1st stage of the issuing of the check. 
Court comments on the question of what is happening to the money and where 
is it going. 
State responds- never stated the victim was the county. 
3.33 Mr. Green responds 
Court reviews Bennett case. 
Mr. Green comments on the proposed instruction- donor has no control of the 
funds after check is given to the corporation. 
3.36 Court declines to give the instruction. 
Mr. Green responds. 
3.43 Court agrees when the funds are delivered they are the property is DARE/PAL 
Inc., has issues with the last portion of the instruction. 
3.46 State responds. 
Court comments on factual confusion. 
Mr. Green continues. 
3.56 Court comment son Femling's testimony. Not going to give an instruction that 
just because donor can't dictate how donated funds may be used as a defense. 
Willing to do an instruction in the Johnson case. 
3.59 Mr. Green responds comparing apples and oranges. 
Court needs clarification 
Mr. Green continues to comment. 
4.11 Court reviews version of an instruction. 
State comments, does not want to get into limits of authority, or stings. 
Mr. Green responds. 
4.21 Court will take a break. 
4.22 Recess 
5.11 Back on record 
Court reviews instruction #18, #20, #22. 
5.12 State(Fredback) no objection 
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Mr. Green no objection. 
Court inquires about the verdict form. 
Counsel agree. 
5.13 Mr. Green addresses a couple more requested instructions. Refers to Memo #6 
Court refers to elements instruction and #25 
5.15 Mr. Green continues 
Court responds. 
5.16 Mr. Green reads instruction for the record. 
Court denies the request for instruction. 
5.17 Mr. Green continues to address requested instructions. 
Court responds, denies request. 
5.19 Mr. Green continues. 
Court responds. 
5.22 State (Fredback) responds regarding burden shifting. 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court not giving an instruction. 
5.26 State(Fredback) has concerns about argument regarding the corporation not 
being dissolved. 
Mr. Green reads instruction into the record. 
Court comments, not giving instruction. 
5.28 Mr. Green responds. 
Court inquires about the relevance. 
Mr. Green responds. 
5.30 Court will break for the evening 
Recess 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Jury Trial-Day 7 
Hearing date: 9/1/2017 
Time: 9:11 am 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel and Def. present. 
Court introduces 
State reviews an email from Mr. Green 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court- not an issue for trial. 
Jury present 
Counsel agree jury is present 
Court reads final jury instructions. Reviews the verdict form. 




Court takes a break until 10:45. Admonishes the jury. 
Recess 
Back on record 
Counsel agree jury is present 
Mr. Green begins closing argument. 
State objects 
Court comments 
Mr. Green continues 
State objects 
Court instructs the jury. 
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Mr. Green continues. 
12.02 State gives final closing remarks. 
12.20 Bailiffs sworn 
Jury retires for deliberation 
12.21 Recess 
1.27 Back on record. 
Counsel present. 
Court reviews the jury question. 
Mr. Green requests the jury be referred to the instruction. 
Court reviews #20 & 21 
1.29 State(Fredback) agrees. 
Court reviews 2nd question and possible answer. 
State(Fredback) comments. 
Mr. Green agrees. 
1.30 Court continues to comment. Reviews question 3 and answer. 
Counsel agree. 
Court inquires where to write the answers 
Counsel agree to write the answer on the same paper. 
Court gives ~he answers to the Bailiff to return to the jury. 
1.36 Recess 
4.00 Back on Record 
Counsel agree jury is present. 
4.01 Verdict Read: GUILTY 
Jury- this is their true and correct verdict. 
Counsel do not wish to poll the jury 
4.02 Court gives final instruction. 
4.04 Jury excused. 
State (Fredback)requests bond be set higher than the $20,000 bond that has 
already been posted. Comments on the flight risk. 
4.06 Mr. Green responds 
Court sets Sentencing for 11/7 /17 at 1:30pm, orders an PSI. 
4.09 Court comments on bond- Revokes bond, exonerates the previous posted bond. 
Def. is remanded to the Sheriffs custody. 
4.14 Recess 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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) ______________ ) 
MEMBERS OF THE JURY: I will now give you the final jury instructions in this case. 
These Final Jury Instructions, along with the Preliminary Jury Instructions which were given to 
you earlier in the trial, will control your deliberations. A copy of these instructions is being 
provided to each of you for your use during your deliberations, and you may highlight or write 
on them as you see fit. After I have given you these instructions, counsel for the parties will 
deliver their closing arguments. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 9 
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct you as to the law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow some and 
ignore others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for some of the rules, you are 
bound to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell you, it is my 
instruction that you must follow. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 10 
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply those facts to 
the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the evidence presented in the 
case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers are not witnesses. What they say in their 
opening statements, closing arguments and at other times is included to help you interpret the 
evidence, but is not evidence. If the facts as you remember them differ from the way the 
lawyers have stated them, follow your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or which you have been instructed to disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the court was not in session. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 11 
I have outlined for you the rules of law applicable to this case and have told you 
of some of the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to determine the facts. 
In a few minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to you, and then you will retire to the 
jury room for your deliberations. The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not 
evidence. If you remember the facts differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you 
should base your decision on what you remember. The attitude and conduct of jurors at the 
beginning of your deliberations are important. It is rarely productive at the outset for you to 
make an emphatic expression of your opinion on the case or to state how you intend to vote. 
When you do that at the beginning, your sense of pride may be aroused, and you may hesitate to 
change your position even if shown that it is wrong. Remember that you are not partisans or 
advocates, but are judges. For you, as for me, there can be no triumph except in the 
ascertainment and declaration of the truth. As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another 
and to deliberate before making your individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss 
among yourselves all of the evidence you have seen and heard in this courtroom about this case, 
together with the law that relates to this case as contained in these instructions. During your 
deliberations, you each have a right to re-examine your own views and change your opinion. 
You should only do so if you are convinced by fair and honest discussion that your original 
opinion was incorrect based upon the evidence the jury saw and heard during the trial and the 
law as given you in these instructions. Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, 
and deliberate with the objective ofreaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing 
your individual judgment. Each of you must decide this case for yourself; but you should do so 
only after a discussion and consideration of the case with your fellow jurors. However, none of 
you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight or effect of evidence or as to the 
innocence or guilt of the defendant because the majority of the jury feels otherwise or for the 
purpose of returning a unanimous verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 12 
You have been instructed as to all the rules of law that may be necessary for you to reach a 
verdict. Whether some of the instructions will apply will depend upon your determination of the 
facts. You will disregard any instruction which applies to a state of facts which you determine 
does not exist. You must not conclude from the fact that an instruction has been given that the 
Court is expressing any opinion as to the facts. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They are part 
of the official court record. For this reason, please do not alter them or write or mark on them in 
any way. Some of the exhibits have been sealed in bags or containers that allow you to view 
them. Do not open or remove the contents of these exhibits. If you have any questions about the 
handling or use of the exhibits, submit those questions in writing to me through the bailiff. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific instructions. 
There may or may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. If there is, you should not 
concern yourselves about such gap. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 14 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of you as a presiding officer, who will preside 
over your deliberations. It is that person's duty to see that discussion is orderly; that the issues 
submitted for your decision are fully and fairly discussed; and that every juror has a chance to 
express himself or herself upon each question. In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. 
When you all arrive at a verdict, the presiding officer will sign it and you will return it into open 
court. Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by compromise. If, after 
considering all of the instructions in their entirety, and after having fully discussed the evidence 
before you, the jury determines that it is necessary to communicate with me, you may send a 
note by the bailiff. You are not to reveal to me or anyone else how the jury stands until you have 
reached a verdict or unless you are instructed by me to do so. A verdict form suitable to any 
conclusion you may reach will be submitted to you with these instructions. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 15 
It is alleged that the crime charged was committed "on or about" a certain date. If you 
find the crime was committed, the proof need not show that it was committed on that precise 
date. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 16 
A defendant in a criminal trial has a constitutional right not to be compelled to testify. 
The decision whether to testify is left to the defendant, acting with the advice and assistance of 
the defendant's lawyer. You must not draw any inference of guilt from the fact that the 
defendant does not testify, nor should this fact be discussed by you or enter into your 
deliberations in any way. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 17 
A person steals property and commits theft when, with intent to deprive another of 
property or appropriate the same to the person or to a third party, such person wrongfully takes, 
obtains, or withholds such property from an owner thereof. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 18 
The donations by Blaine County, individuals, or other entities to the D.A.R.E./P.A.L., 
Inc. non-profit corporation became the property of D.A.R.E./P.A.L., Inc. once they were 
donated. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 19 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act and intent. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 20 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Grand Theft, the state must prove each of the 
following: 
1. On or about or between January 2009 and December 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant Chad Schiermeier wrongfully took, obtained or withheld property or 
money described as: funds of Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., Inc., 
4. another person was the owner of the funds 
5. with the intent to deprive an owner of the funds or to appropriate the funds, and 
6. the funds exceeded one thousand dollars ($1000) in value 
OR 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Theft by Unauthorized Control, the state must 
prove each of the following: 
1. On or about or between January 2009 and December 2015 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant Chad Schiermeier took or obtained or withheld money of Blaine County 
D.A.R.E./P.A.L., Inc., 
4. another person was the owner of the funds, 
5. the defendant knew that the defendant was not authorized by the owner to do so, and 
6. the defendant had the intent to deprive the owner of such funds. 
7. the funds exceeded one thousand ($1000) in value 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find the 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 21 
There are different forms of Theft, depending upon the manner in which the theft was 
committed. The defendant Chad Schiermeier is charged in Count I with the theft of money in 
excess of $1,000. The state alleges that such theft was committed either by wrongfully taking, 
obtaining or withholding property or money, or by unauthorized control. If you are satisfied 
beyond a reasonable doubt and unanimously agree that the defendant committed the crime of 
Theft, you should find the defendant guilty. You are not required to agree as to which particular 
form of theft the defendant committed. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 22 
If the evidence shows that Chad Schiermeier took, obtained, or withheld property by theft 
at various times from the same person; and that the value of the property taken in each theft was 
one thousand dollars ($1000) or less; and that the property was taken, obtained, or withheld 
pursuant to one overall intent or plan to commit a series of thefts; then you are to add together 
the values of all the property taken, obtained, or withheld pursuant to that overall intent or plan. 
If the total value of such property is more than one thousand dollars ($1000), then the crime is 
Grand Theft. 
You are not required to agree on each individual act of theft relied upon to reach the one 
thousand dollar ($1000) threshold; however, each of you must find that the value of the property 
taken exceeded $1000, whether in discreet act or aggregated. The state has the burden of 
proving beyond a reasonable doubt that a theft is grand theft. If a theft is not grand theft, then it 
is petit theft. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 23 
The phrase "intent to deprive" means: 
a. The intent to withhold property or cause it to be withheld from an owner permanently 
or for so extended a period or under such circumstances that the major portion of its economic 
value or benefit is lost to such owner; or 
b. The intent to dispose of the property in such manner or under such circumstances as to 
render it unlikely that an owner will recover such property. 
The phrase "intent to appropriate" means: 
a. The intent to exercise control over property, or to aid someone other than the owner to 
exercise control over it, permanently or for so extended a period of time or under such 
circumstances as to acquire the major portion of its economic value or benefit; or 
b. The intent to dispose of the property for the benefit of oneself or someone other than 
the owner. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 24 
"Person" means an individual, corporation, association, public or private 
corporation, city or other municipality, county, state agency or the state ofldaho. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 25 
An "owner" of property is any person who has a right to possession of such property 
superior to that of the defendant. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 26 
"Property" means anything of value including labor or services. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 27 
To "obtain" property means to bring about a transfer of an interest in or the possession of 
the property. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, 
) CASE NO. CR-2016-3203 
) 
) 
v. ) VERDICT FORM 
) 




We, the Jury, unanimously find the defendant CHAD SCHIERMEIER, 
COUNTI 
GUILTY of Grand Theft. 
NOT GUILTY of Grand Theft. 
If your unanimous verdict is that the defendant is not guilty of grand theft, you must 
acquit him of that charge. In that event, you must next consider the included offense of Petit 
Theft. If you found the defendant guilty of Grand Theft, sign below without addressing Petit 
Theft. 
Lesser Included 
GUILTY of Petit Theft 
NOT GUILTY of Petit Theft 
Sign the verdict form and tell the bailiff you are done. 
Dated this ___ day of ___ , 20 _ . 
Presiding Officer 
439 of 684
EXHIBIT /WITNESS LIST 
Date: August 24, 2017-August 
Hearing Type: Jury Trial 
Case Number: CR-2016-3203 
------·· 
FILED ~::@tL 
S::.P - 1 2017 
Before Judge: Jonathan P. Brody Clerk: Crystal Rigby Mynn D~ Clerk Distric Reporter: Susa lsr uCAp-rn:i,1>~ Countv. /rl;,'• _ 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Attorney: Jim Thomas/Matthew Fredback Attorney: Thomas Green 
State's Witnesses Date Defendant's Witnesses Date 
1-Walt Femilina 8/24/17 1-Fred Trenkle 8/31/17 
2- James Cleveland 8/25/17 2-Wayne Clayton 8/31/17 
3-Marv Kim Deffe 8/25/17 
4-Gene Ramsey 8/25/17 
5-Bryan Carpita 8/29/17 
6-Fritz Peters 8/29/17 
?-Meredith Landes 8/29/17 
8-Mike Abaid 8/29/17 
9-Linda Czemerys 8/29-8/30 Proffer Witness 
10-Jerod Sweesy 8/30/17 1-Georae Breitsameter 8/30/17 
Court's Exhibits Date 
1-Juror notes 8/30/17 
I Transcripts / Date 
State's Exhibits D 0 A Defendant's Exhibits D 0 A 
1-Articles of Incorporation of Blaine Co. 8/24/17 X X A -Certificate of Authority 8/25 X X 
DARE/PAL Inc. 
2-By-Laws of Blaine County DARE/PAL 8/24/17 X X B -Termination Letter 8/25 X X 
Inc. 
3-Secretary of State Annual Report 8/24/17 X X C-Photo of 375 H&H rifle 8/29 X X 
Form 
4-Payroll Department Form-Schiermeier 8/24/17 X X D-US Bank doc - Add Signer 8/29 X X 
5-Claim form September 2009- 8/24/17 X X E-Packet from Secretary of State, 8/29 X X 
$7,500.00 over OBJECTION including Articles of Dissolution 
6-Claim form September 2009- 8/24/17 X X F-Report of Bryan Carpita over 8/29 X X 
$7,500.00 over OBJECTION OBJECTION 
7-Claim form February 2009-$29,000.00 8/24/17 X X G 
over OBJECTION 
8-Claim form February 2010-$31,226.00 8/24/17 X X H 
over OBJECTION 
9-Claim Form September 2010- 8/24/17 X X I 
$8,871.00 over OBJECTION 
10-PAL Program Calendar 2010 8/24/17 X X J-
11-Claim Form February 2011- 8/25/17 X X K 
$35,115.00 over OBJECTION 
12-PAL Program Calendar 2011 8/25/17 X X L-
13-Claim Form September 2011- 8/25/17 X X M-
$9,351.00 over OBJECTION 
14-Claim Form April 2012-$21,012.00 8/25/17 X X N 
over OBJECTION 
15-Claim Form June 2012-$500.00 8/25/17 X X 0-
16-Claim Form September 2012- 8/25/17 X X P-
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$3,400.00 over OBJECTION 
17-PAL Program Calendar 2012 8/25/17 X X Q 
18-Claim Form April 2013-$17,509.00 8/25/17 X X R 
over OBJECTION 
19-Claim Form September 2013- 8/25/17 X X s 
$3,933.00 over OBJECTION 
20-PAL Program Calendar 2013 8/25/17 X X T 
21-Warrant Detail Claim 2014 8/25/17 X X u 
$1,000.00 over OBJECTION 
22-PAL Program Calendar 2014 8/25/17 X X V 
23-PAL Program Calendar 2015 8/25/17 X X w 
24-Letter to ISP-Request for Outside 8/25/17 X X X 
Investigation 
25-Personnel Action Form 12/15/15 8/25/17 X X Y-
26-DARE/PAL 501C3 Application 8/25/17 X X z 
27-DARE/PAL Acceptance Letter 8/25/17 X X AA-
28-Quicken DARE/PAL Bank Report 8/25/17 X X 
29-DARE/PAL Non-Profit Tax 8/25/17 X X 
Engagement Letter 
31-Unincorporated Association of 8/30/17 X X 
Authority #2 
32-Text message from Schiermeier 8/29/17 X X 
33-DVD Schiermeier interviews - 8/29/17 X X 
Carpita 
33a-Transcript of interviews. 8/29/17 X X 
34-Articles of Dissolution 8/29/17 X X 
35-CD: Timesheets of Schiermeier 8/29/17 X X 
36a,b,c,d - US Bank CDs 8/29/17 X X 
37 - Inventory report 8/29/17 X X 
38a,b,c - Photographs of the storage 8/29/17 X X 
unit 
39 - Linda Czemerys CV 8/29/17 X X 
40 - Linda Czemerys thumb drive -
spreadsheet 
41 
501- Affidavit-receipts for 8/29/17 X X 
Backcountry.com 
502 - Affidavit-receipts for Bass Pro, 8/29/17 X X 
LLC 
503 - Affidavit-receipts for B&H Photo 8/29/17 X X 
504- Affidavit-receipts for Cabela's, 8/29/17 X X 
Inc. 
505 - Affidavit-receipts for Campbell 8/29/17 X X 
Resources 
506 - Affidavit-receipts for Les Schwab 8/29/17 X X 
Tire 
507 - Affidavit-receipts for Montbell 8/29/17 X X 
America, Inc. 
508 - Affidavit-receipts for MotoXoutlet 8/29/17 X X 
509 - Affidavit-receipts for Outdoor 8/29/17 X X 
Visions 
510 - Affidavit-receipts for 8/29/17 X X 
Outdoorsman 
511- Affidavit-receipts for 8/29/17 X X 
Realtree.com 
512 - Affidavit-receipts for REI 8/29/17 X X 
513 - Affidavit-receipts for Sitka Gear 8/29/17 X X 
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514-Affidavit-receipts for Sportsman's 8/29/17 X X 
Warehouse 
515 -Affidavit-receipts for Spot-Hogg 8/29/17 X X 
Archery Products, Inc. 
516 Inventory item-photos Bass Pro 8/30/17 X X 
Shops Optimizer-Lite Ultra 1-7-2009 
517- - Inventory item-photos Bass Pro 8/30/17 X X 
Shops Optimizer-Lite Ultra 3/13/09 
518- photo of Chad /Wild Boar Bow 8/30/17 X X 
518a- photo Chad/big horn sheep bow 8/30/17 X X 
519-- Inventory item-photos Bass Pro 8/30/17 X X 
Shops Ripcord Code Red Arrowrest(2) 
520- Inventory item-photos Outdoor 8/30/17 X X 
Visions Big game hunting videos and 
books 
521- Inventory Item- photos /Cabelas's 8/30/17 X X 
Inc US Pocket Digital Scale 4/7 /09 
522- Inventory item-photos Outdoor 8/30/17 X X 
Research Advanced Blvy Sack MOJO 
Blue 1 person 
523- Inventory item- photos Les Schwab 8/30/17 X X 
Adj Alum Hitch 
524- Certificate of Title Truck 8/30/17 X X 
525- Inventory Item- photos Cabela's 8/30/17 X X 
Inc Remington Premier A-Frame 
Ammunition 375 H&HM (3) 4/6/10 
526- Inventory Item-photos 8/30/17 X X 
Sportsman's Whse Twin Falls, 
Mapsource Topo 
527- Inventory Item- photo Cabela's Inc 8/30/17 X X 
North Face Superlight Mummy Bag 
Right Lo 3/3/11 
528-- Inventory item-photo Cabela's Inc 8/30/17 X X 
Thermarest Neo Air Mattress XL, 
Thermarest Neo Air Matttress Stuff 
Sack Large 3/3/11 
529- Photo tent and gear on mountain 8/30/17 X X 
530- photo B&H Photo 70-200 mm f/7L 8/30/17 X X 
EF (USM)Lens 
531- Inventory item-photo REI Direct 8/30/17 X X 
Sales Outdoor Research Crocodile 
Gaiters 4/27 /11 
532- Inventory item-photo REI Direct 8/30/17 X X 
Sales La Sportiva Trango S EVO GTX 
Mountaineering Boots Size 44 
533- Inventory item- photo 8/30/17 X X 
Backcounty.com Mammut Flamma 
Softshell Pant-Mens (2) 4/9/12 
534- Inventory item- photo Cabela's Inc 8/30/17 X X 
Husky Liners Classis Liners 7-9 Tundra, 
Husky Liners Classis Liners 2nd or 3rd 
seat 9/27 /12 
535- Inventory item-photo Sportsman's 8/30/17 X X 
Whse Twin Falls, l0D Danner Look 
8/14/15 
536- Inventory item-photo Sportsman's 8/30/17 X X 
Whse Twin Falls, 10D Danner Look 
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8/14/15 
537- Photo Northern Outfitters Black 8/30/17 X X 
Boots 
538- Photo Swarovski binoculars 8/30/17 X X 
539- Photo Chad Caribou 8/30/17 X X 
540- Photo Chad Standing in hunting 8/30/17 X X 
gear, Cabela's mittens 
541- photo chad looking through 8/30/17 X X 
binoculars 
542- Photo Chad Sitting in snow with 8/30/17 X X 
Sitka gear and gators 
543- Photo Chad sitting with Sitka gear 8/30/17 X X 
and gators 
544- photo Outdoorsman camera stand 8/30/17 X X 
545- photo Chad sitting with 8/30/17 X X 
Outdoorsman tripod and camera gear 
546- photo Chad with vest and gators 8/30/17 X X 
with mule deer 
547a-Photo Chad in gear in airport ID 
ONLY 
547b-Photo Chad in airport with group 8/30/17 X X 
547c-Photo First Air Gate 17 8/30/17 X X 
548-Hunting videos, camera SD cards, 8/30/17 X X 
badge 
549-Burt Creek Adventures website 8/30/17 X X 
550-inventory item- Canon HD 8/30/17 X X 
camcorder 
551 inventory item- Canon HD Flash 8/30/17 X X 
camcorder 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) !'.;,[11.ED ~:: ] 
) CASE NO. CR-2016-3203 i ··. -. .P - 1 2017 
Plaintiff, ) 1 
) ~:;-:Y"lfl~°""1a,:::--CIM-~-Difl-lrlct..J 
v. ) VERDICT FORM ._,.,.,~ltllrieCrwntv, ldltho 
) 
CHAD SCHIERMEIER, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) _______________ ) 
We, the Jury, unanimously find the defendant CHAD SCHIERMEIER, 
COUNT! 
GUILTY of Grand Theft. ~ 
NOT GUILTY of Grand Theft. 
If your unanimous verdict is that the defendant is not guilty of grand theft, you must 
acquit him of that charge. In that event, you must next consider the included offense of Petit 
Theft. If you found the defendant guilty of Grand Theft, sign below without addressing Petit 
Theft. 
Lesser Included 
GUILTY of Petit Theft 
NOT GUILTY of Petit Theft 
Sign the verdict form and tell the bailiff you are done. 
b?'.'.w 
Dated this \ st- day of s-q,t't'm, 20 J..1_. /~~ 
~ Officer 
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-~--- -- -~ --------
S-e..r\)ef'CA h. C\ 
ORDER SETTING PRE=fMAli COf'WB-RllNCE 
Case No. CR- f lf 
A ilQt..guilty ~ having been entered, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the matter is SET FOR 
£:!;)NFF.BENeE at the Blaine County Courthouse, Hailey, Idaho, as follows: 
DATFQF~tl,.L: j \ \1 \ 2-f)\"9---
ASSIGNED JUDGE: [ ] Haemmerle [ ] Dolan 
AT __ /--'~. '~=-..., =-· _p_rY"""\~-
[ X. Other: ---B~Y=~o'--'-"~'---'-'=---;,cc-~----
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that BOND IS SET in the amount of: [ ] O.R. [ ~ $ N D BONb 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that: 
2. [ ] No Contact Ordered issued. 
1. The Defendant MUST APPEAR at the time set. 
3. [ ] Conditions of Release required. 
A WARRANT MAY BE ISSUED FOR FAILURE T 
DATED: 1/t{t 7 
RECEIVED BY: _____________ _ 
DEFENDANT 
cc: [k_secuting Attorney {~fense Attorney ~ Blaine County Sheriff 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL rnsfR"iCT,..r-,.., .... ,,, l,-/~I>,~ ····· 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 










CR \ l.Q- ~z.,03 
ORDER TO REPORT 
_____________ ) 
The above-noted defendant having [ ] plead guilty ('llbeen found guilty [ ] been 
sentenced for a felony offense, 1 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
The DEFENDANT SHALL REPORT to the Idaho Department of Correction, District 5 
Community Corrections, Probation and Parole (731 Shoup Ave. West, Twin Falls, Idaho, 83301, 
(208) 736-3080. ext. 10) as directed by the Court, but no later than 4:30 p.m. on the second 
business day following the date and time of this Order. Initial reporting may be done by phone 
unless otherwise directed by the Court. 
Defendant shall keep all other appointments with the Idaho Department of Correction, 
District 5, and/or with any evaluators or service providers required by the Court. 
Failure to obey this Court Order is punishable as contempt of court and/or by revocation of 
bond/release and/or by issuance of a warrant for your arrest. 
DATED Se,~ f1~I] 
Distric~ ~ 
Copies: . 
Prosecutor: Mailed( ) e1.31ailed(!Q_, hand delivered or box( ) faxed( ) 
Defense Counsel: Maile~mailed( ) hand delivered Of )>ox( ) faxed( ) 
Defendant: Mailed( ) emailed( ) hand delivered--o1" box( )([_axed ( ) 
Clerk of the District 
By Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER EXHONERA TING BAIL AND ORDERING 
DEFENDANT HELD WITHOUT BOND 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that any bail is hereby exonerated. However, if the 
defendant paid a cash bond, deposited by or on behalf of the defendant, the Clerk shall apply 
the money ( cash bond) to the payment of the costs and fines imposed in this case and refund 
the surplus, if any, to the party posting the deposit. I.C. § 19-2923. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED that the defendant be held in custody without bond until 
the defendant's sentencing on November 7, 2017. The location the defendant is to be held is 
left to the discretion of local jail authorities. 
Sentenced and dated 09/01/2017. 
ORDER EXHONORA TING BAIL AND ORDERING 
DEFENDANT HELD WITHOUT BOND 
JONA~D?k 
District Judge 
CR-2016-3203 Page 1 
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Assigned to: ______ _ 
Assigned: Ff LEO ~-11111.M:.'.t'f.~~"""'--£:-:-i 
Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho r ] 
In and For the County of Blaine , .c.' - 1 2017 
ORDER FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT AND EVALUATIONS _ _ 
) Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
) 
Jol.yn,, Drwt,., ~ "'-ttld 
l"rt1,,+ Rlm,ip r',ountr, Idaho STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, ) ORDER FOR PRE - SENTENCE INVESTIGATION 








1410 Evergreen Drive 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 ) ROA : PSI01- Order for Presentence Investigation Report 
On this Friday, September 01, 2017, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the Honorable 
Jonathan P. Brody to be completed for Court appearance on: 
Tuesday, November 07, 2017 at: 01:30 PM atthe above stated courthouse. 
□ Behavioral Health Assessments waived by the Court (PSIO1 ROA code) 
□ Waiver under IC 19-2524 2 (e) allowing assessment and treatment services by the same person or facility 
Other non- §19-2524 evaluations/examinations ordered for use with the PSI: 
□ Sex Offender □ Domestic Violence □ Other ______ _ Evaluator: 
PLEA AGREEMENT: State recommendation 
WHJ/JOC □ Probation □ PD Reimb □ Fine □ ACJ □ Restitution □ Other: /V lt-Jb ---'----'-_;;___ _______ _ 
DEFENSE COUNSEL: Thomas R. Green 
PROSECUTOR: Jim Thomas 
THE DEFENDANT IS IN CUSTODY: 'it YES □ NO If yes where: ______________ _ 
DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER? M NO □ YES if yes, what is the language? ___________ _ 
Date:_q!---+-1,-/ l f_q __ Signature: ~/L~)(~....:........L!~........,.,.,~'IA,4-4f --
f t /- 'fl' Judge V I 
Copies sent to: 
Defense Counsel: Thomas R. Green 'ti U.S. Mail D Email D Hand Delivery 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas □ U.S. Mail ~mail □ Hand Delivery 
Idaho Department Probation and Parole Email: dist5@idoc.idaho.gov 
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1410 Evergreen Drive 




Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 














Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of Chad Schiermeier, and it appearing to be a proper case, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that an attorney be appointed through the: 
Public Defender's Office 
Cheri Hicks 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey ID 83333 
(208) 788-0224 
Public Defender for the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, is hereby 
appointed to represent said Defendant, Chad Schiermeier, in all proceedings in the above-entitled case. 
The Defendant is further advised that he/she may be required to reimburse the Court for all or part of the cost of 
court appointed counsel. 





Order Appointing Public Defender CR-2016--3203 
ORPD 






Jolynn Drage, Clark District 
Court Blaine Countv, ldnho 
=- 'C"'"---o,-.,_~_- .•. -_, ___ ._ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO 
APPOINTMENT OF PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
Plaintiff, State of Idaho, hereby objects to the appointment of a new attorney to 
represent the Defendant, Chad Schiermeieir. On September 5th, 2017, the Defendant 
submitted a Public Defender Application, requesting that the Court appoint a new attorney 
to represent him at sentencing. The State's objection is the Defendant is currently being 
represented by J.O. Nicholson 111, and Thomas R. Green, admitted pro hac vice in this 
case. No motion or notice of withdrawal has been filed with the Court by either attorney. 
Therefore, a new attorney should not be appointed to represent the Defendant when he 
has two attorneys currently representing him. Pursuant to I.C.R. 44.1, no attorney may 
withdraw without first obtaining leave and order of the court. In addition, 44.1 ( c) requires 
that an attorney may not withdraw without leave of the court if the Defendant has been 
convicted. In this case, the Defendant has been convicted and the Court has not 
permitted the withdrawal of either of the Defendant's attorneys. 
Accordingly, the State objects to the appointment of a Public Defender. 
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• 
DATED this day of September, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this L day of September, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANTS MOTION TO HOLD DEFENDANT'S 
PUBLIC DEFENDER APPLICATION IN ABEYANCE 
PENDING FILING OF DOCUMENTATION BY LOCAL 
COUNSEL AND PRO HAC VICE COUNSEL 
COMES NOW Thomas R. Green, Pro Hae Vice Counsel for defendant Chad 
Schienneier, and moves the court to hold defendant's personally filed Public Defender 
Application in abeyance pending the filing of appropriate documentation by Local Counsel and 
Pro Hae Vice Counsel. to properly request any action by the court required to best accomplish 
continuing representation of defendant. Pro Hae Vice Counsel, Thomas R. Green is currently 
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08-11-'17 12:30 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-733 P0003/0003 F-287 
working with defendant and his family to determine the various alternative forms that such 
continuing representation could take for not only post verdict filings and sentencing, but also for 
appeal and other post conviction relief. This request for abeyance is for approximately two 
weeks only and will not be delayed fmiher without notice to the cou1t as to the status of the 
contemplated representation. 
DATED this _J__{±b_ day of September, 2017. 
Thomas ~.~en 
Pro HalVice Counsel 
By: J. 0 Nicholson III 
Reviewed by: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this / lti, day of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 I st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey; Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF 
ACQUITTAL PURSUANT TO 1.C.R. 29(c), OR IN 
THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
PURSUANT TO I.C.R. 34. 
The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney pro hac vice, Thomas R. 
Green, and local counsel, J. 0. Nicholson III, hereby moves the court pursuant to I.C.R. 29(c) for 
Judgment of Acquittal in this case, or in the alternative, For New Trial pursuant to I.C.R. 34. 
This motion is based on the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities together with the 
pleadings and papers filed herein and the record of the trial just concluded, all of which establish 
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that the law and the evidence is insufficient to sustain a conviction, and trial errors prevented a 
fair trial herein and deprived defendant of due process of law under the United States and Idaho 
Constitutions, as well as depriving defendant of the benefits of the parties' charging agreement 
placed on the record at arraignment. 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. FACTS. 
This case was started with a completely flawed indictment charging six counts of misuse 
of public funds. The defendant previously filed a Pretrial Memorandum setting forth the various 
errors committed by the State in seeking and obtaining such indictment, and defendant will not 
go over such facts again, but does incorporate such Pretrial Memorandum herein by this 
reference, together with the Grand Jury transcript. The Pretrial Memorandum does provide the 
background information concerning the parties' agreement, placed on the record on March 21, 
201 7 to allow the State one last chance to get its charges right by filing an information setting 
forth whatever charges it selected to best represent its case against defendant, without the 
embarrassment or necessity of going through a dismissal of its first attempt. It is also of upmost 
importance to realize and accept the fact that this agreement was of mutual benefit to the 
parties-with the defendant receiving benefits as well as the State. The defendant received 
finality to the charging process whereby the State's seemingly endless ability to revamp its 
charges would be ended and the defendant would know exactly what charges he would be facing, 
and the State would be precluded from varying from those selected charges. The State would 
literally be putting "all its eggs in one basket" as stated in such metaphor the defense used to 
describe the situation in court on March 21, 2017. 
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The State therefore took its last shot at the charging decision and filed its information, 
charging one count of, " ... grand theft, unauthorized use of this money," the court's exact 
words at the arraignment, to which defendant's previous plea of not guilty was continued in 
effect. During the trial herein, just the day prior to closing arguments, the court introduced for 
the first time, the concept that defendant could also be found guilty under the traditional form of 
theft set forth in Idaho's unified theft statutes, however the defendant filed its Memorandum of 
Law 8 to show that such action should not be allowed under the particular circumstances of this 
case and would constitute a violation of not only defendant's due process rights but also his 
rights under the parties' agreement. Defendant incorporates such Memorandum of Law 8 herein 
for purposes of this motion, together with such further authorities set forth below. The court 
rejected defendant's Memorandum of Law 8 and instructed the jury concerning the two 
alternative manners of finding defendant guilty of theft. The State joined in such action and 
thereby violated the parties' agreement to put "all its eggs in one basket." It now appears certain, 
from the jury's inquiry to the court during deliberations, that the jury could not find either 
manner of proving theft beyond a reasonable doubt, and only found defendant guilty based on 
Idaho's standard instructions for theft under the unified theft provisions. The defendant was 
extremely prejudiced by the court's and the State's refusal to honor the parties' charging 
agreement and in failing to provide defendant with adequate notice of any intention to utilize a 
theory of theft in its prosecution other than theft by unauthorized control. Defendant was 
arraigned on the charge of "grand larceny, unauthorized use of this money," after the court read 
the information over and made such conclusion itself based on the wording of the information. 
Defendant accepted such pronouncement at face value as declared by the court, and the State 
remained silent with respect thereto. Both the court and State are bound by such declaration and 
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the State's acquiescence therein and cannot vary from that selected charge without violating the 
parties' agreement. 
During the trial, the State relentlessly asserted its theory of the case, that defendant made 
numerous purchases of outdoor equipment for his own personal use and made thousands of 
dollars of cash withdrawals from the DARE/PAL bank account, all without authorization. It was 
only at the end of the case, when the evidence established the degree of certainty to which 
defendant had been authorized to run the affairs of the corporation, that the traditional theft 
theory was dredged up to save the prosecution from an acquittal of the original charge of theft by 
unauthorized control. 
The State asserted two theories to support its allegations of theft: ( 1) the purchases of 
equipment that the prosecution had simply decided were beyond the DARE/PAL program 
authorized limits, and (2) the cash withdrawals during the school year, and not during the 
summer months, which the prosecution asserted could not have been used for the program due to 
the lack of scheduled events taking place during the school year. Such two factual theories were 
consistent with the State's position, asserted during Sheriff Femling's and Sheriff Ramsey's 
testimony, that the annual publicized calendar of events, together with the Sheriffs' budgets 
prepared with respect to such planned events, set the outside limits of the DARE/PAL program 
and therefore, any expenditures or withdrawals of cash outside of those limits were unauthorized 
and constituted theft. The prosecution maintained its position with respect to that theory of 
authorization, and no matter what the testimony of the witnesses and documentary evidence 
established to the contrary, the State was never willing to admit the limitations of its position. 
The State continued to assert such position throughout the presentation of evidence and during its 
closing arguments. Those theories may have been the actual state of affairs during the Femling 
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years, which are not charged in the information, but have no relation to the years of the program 
under Sheriff Ramsey which are the years actually charged in the information. 
The State's theories of theft set forth above, which only applied during Femling's tenure, 
ignore the clearly uncontradicted evidence of the situation during the Ramsey years, that 
defendant remained appointed by the DARE/PAL corporation to be the Manager of the 
corporation, in the place of the board of directors, and was given all the powers of the · 
corporation to run the affairs of the corporation pursuant to Article VI of the Bylaws. This was 
the testimony of Sheriff Femling, who was the President of the corporation during the entire 
period that defendant was Manager of the corporation in the years 2002 to 2009 when the Sheriff 
became ill and passed the torch to Sheriff Ramsey who worked with defendant during the years 
at issue in this case, 2009 to 2015, when defendant was the sole corporate officer involved in 
running the affairs of the corporation and Sheriff Ramsey held no position of authority therein. 
So, for the first time in the program's history, beginning in 2009 the defendant was in the 
position of having the total power to control the corporation as its sole Manager under Article VI 
and having the complete authorization to expend the corporate funds under the Certificate of 
Authorization at the bank. 
These facts are uncontroverted, and yet the prosecution and the court have never openly 
acknowledged them or their significance. Sheriff Feruling confirmed what the defense has been 
asserting since it filed its Pretrial Memorandum in this case-that defendant was the Manager of 
the corporation pursuant to Article VI of the Bylaws. No evidence to the contrary was ever 
presented by the State in this case. It was also uncontroverted in the evidence that defendant had 
total written authorization to expend the corporate funds under the Certificate of Authorization at 
U.S. Bank. Both forms of written authorization-the Article VI provision and the Certificate of 
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Authorization-are uncontroverted facts. The legal significance of those facts may very well be 
in dispute, but the prosecution and the court should at least be impartial enough to admit 
willingly and openly that such two forms of written authorization stand undisputed and have 
always existed during the relevant years. And yet no such acknowledgement has been 
forthcoming. 
The witnesses in this case, even the State's expert witness, all established the basic truths 
about the extent of the corporate authority placed on the defendant during the key years in 
question in this case, 2009 to 2015, and that the funds donated to the corporation belonged to the 
corporation without any strings remaining from the donors. To be clear and certain, the 
uncontroverted evidence established the following: 
1. During the key years of 2009 to 2015, pursuant to the testimony of Sheriff Femling, 
defendant held the position of Manager of the corporation under Article VI of the 
bylaws. Such provision placed the defendant in the same position as the Board of 
Directors, having the same powers which would otherwise be exercised by the Board 
of Directors, and the Board was relieved of such duties and powers, and went into 
complete inactivity, not observing any further corporate formalities. The Board could 
remove the Manager at any time with or without cause, but never acted to do so. In 
the absence of any such action, defendant remained the Manager of the corporation. 
Once it was established in the trial that defendant was the sole Manager of the 
corporation during the relevant years, vested with all the powers set forth in the 
bylaws, the State's case was essentially finished. No corporate officer could be 
convicted of theft of the corporate funds when that degree of corporate authority has 
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been established. At least neither the State nor the court can provide any authority 
that would support such a conviction. 
2. In his position as Manager of the corporation during the key period 2009 to 2015, 
defendant had the written authority to exercise all corporate powers under Article 
V(4) of the bylaws, including the approval of all the projects of the corporation--
Article V(4)(c); appointment of the director of all the corporation's projects--Article 
V(4)(d); audit bills and disburse funds of the corporation--Article V(4)(f); determine 
what if any compensation [should] be paid to a director of a project--Article V(4)(h); 
and devise and carry into execution such other measures as [he] deemed proper and 
expedient to promote the objects of the nonprofit corporation and to best protect the 
interests and welfare of its members--Article V(4)(i). Pursuant to such powers, 
defendant approved additional projects (such as the archery program in coordination 
with the Idaho Department of Fish and Game), the outdoor hunting and adventure 
video viewing program conducted at the middle school for interested students, the 
videotaping and viewing of program events such as rafting, camping and hiking, and 
the remote-control airplane program for middle school students. In addition, 
defendant had the power to approve the compensation arrangement for the director of 
all the corporation's projects, that director being the defendant. The Certificate of 
Authorization at U.S. Bank authorized defendant to utilize funds in the account even, 
by its own terms, if the payee of the funds was the defendant himself. It therefore 
appears that defendant was not only authorized by the bylaws to benefit himself as the 
director of the corporation's projects, but was also fully authorized in the Certificate 
of Authority to make payments to himself as payee. In short, all written 
7 
465 of 684
documentation in this case fully authorized defendant to compensate himself for 
services he rendered to the corporation as director of all the corporation's projects. 
Again, just as the State wants to ignore the written authorizations of the bylaw 
provision of Article VI and the Certificate of Authority, the State also declines to 
recognize the powers that were vested in the defendant under such authorizations to 
bestow benefits upon himself as the director of the corporation's projects, which 
projects he was also empowered to select. It appears that the position of the State 
with respect to such matters is to simply ignore them as ridiculous grants of authority 
which could not possibly have any validity, and to act as if the provisions simply do 
not exist or do not mean what they provide in plain and unambiguous English. 
3. The State also fails to acknowledge the independent nature of the DARE/PAL 
corporation to take whatever action it deemed appropriate without outside challenge. 
These principles were set forth in defendant's Memoranda of Law 1, 2 and 5 which 
are incorporated herein by this reference. Such memos clearly set forth the fact that 
the non-profit corporation was free to select defendant as its Manager pursuant to 
Article VI of the bylaws and to provide virtually unlimited authority to such Manager 
to manage the program and expend the corporate funds in doing so, even directing 
compensation benefits to be provided to defendant for directing each of the program 
events. As the Manager of the corporation, defendant was independent of the 
Sheriffs Department control, and only had to respond to the Sheriffs Department 
with respect to his position as School Resource Officer. Defendant had no corporate 
responsibility to report to the Sheriff any compensation that he authorized to himself 
for directing the program events. Defendant obviously knew that word of any such 
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compensation would not have been well received by the Sheriff and might have 
resulted in termination from his position as Deputy Sheriff, but defendant had no 
reason to know that authorizing such compensation benefits to himself could result in 
criminal charges for theft, when he was authorized in writing to provide such 
benefits. It is very apparent in this case that the State cannot accept this independent 
power of the corporation and its Manager to run the corporation as it was managed by 
the defendant. There is still a pervasive "feeling" in this case that the funds of the 
corporation came from the County and could only be used as directed by County 
authorities. Such feeling simply ignores the independent corporate existence and the 
written authorizations bestowed on defendant by the board of directors. 
4. Another key fact established during the trial which remains undisputed is the proper 
role of the calendars of events together with the budgets jointly approved each year to 
support the amount of the annual donations to the DARE/PAL Program that the 
Sheriffs' Office would make. The State painstakingly introduced such calendars and 
budgets over the defendant's objection as to relevance, for each of the years 2009 
through 2015 to show the three months the program was scheduled during the 
summer and to show the alleged limited purpose for the use of the donated funds. 
The defendant objected to the introduction of such evidence on the basis that just 
because the budget and calendaring process was used internally in the Sheriffs' Office 
to justify the amount of its donations each year to the DARE/PAL corporation, such 
internal matter did not have any effect on the corporation's use of such funds once 
donated. See defendant's Memorandum of Law 4, incorporated herein by reference. 
After spending hours introducing such matters into evidence however, Sheriff 
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Ramsey brought the entire matter into clear focus, almost sending the State into 
convulsions, when he admitted on cross-examination that once the funds were 
donated to the DARE/PAL corporation, the funds belonged to the corporation and 
could be used as the corporation directed without any legal control by the Sheriffs 
Department or the County. In Sheriff Ramsey's words, the program schedules and 
associated budgets merely created an "expectation" on the part of the Sheriffs 
Department that the funds would be used to operate the DARE/PAL program as 
planned and scheduled, but that there was no legally binding way for the Sheriff to 
hold the corporation to such expectation. It was therefore clear by this point in the 
trial, that defendant was not bound by those budgets and scheduled events in the 
sense that he could not go beyond them in planning and implementing the 
DARE/PAL Program. He was authorized as set forth above to plan additional events 
and to expend corporate funds in additional ways than as set forth in such schedules 
and budgets, including compensating himself for directing each program events. And 
defendant was the single person authorized by the corporation during the years 2009 
to 2015 to make such decisions. Neither the Sheriff nor the County maintained any 
control over the corporation during such period. That entire situation is solely the 
blame of Blaine County for failing to create the corporation in the mold they are now 
trying to enforce through criminal prosecution-a total abuse of power. 
5. The final crucial factor established by the evidence was the fact that the defendant did 
organize and direct all the DARE/PAL program scheduled and budgeted events in a 
completely satisfactory manner and within budget. Both Sheriff Femling and Sheriff 
Ramsey testified that defendant put on the events in a completely thorough and 
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professional manner and that they were very satisfied with his performance in that 
regard. Sheriff Ramsey testified that defendant could not have put on all the 
scheduled program events if he had stolen all the corporate funds alleged. He 
admitted that defendant did not take all such funds, and that in fact, it was not known 
how much of the funds he took. Ramsey finally admitted on cross examination that 
the State "did not have a clue" where the funds went that defendant withdrew as cash 
withdrawals, and admitted that a large portion of such funds had to have been used on 
the programmed events or the events could not have all been held. In addition, all of 
defendant's performance evaluations were satisfactory and the only complaint about 
his service was that he spent too much time at it, requiring awards of "comp" time. 
Defendant has never denied that he received benefits personally from the DARE/PAL 
funds--he only denies that he "wrongfully took" such benefits and denies he was not 
authorized to receive them. He was authorized to provide such benefits as 
compensation to himself under the authority he was given to manage the DARE/PAL 
corporation. The State simply does not like such facts and refuses to acknowledge 
them. 
II. LEGAL ANALYSIS AND ARGUMENT. 
A. The defendant was denied due process of law under the United States and Idaho 
Constitutions by the court preventing the defense from presenting expert testimony 
concerning its theory of defense, by denying defendant the proposed jury instruction 
(Exhibit A hereto) explaining such defense, or to otherwise correctly instruct the jury, 
and by preventing him from arguing his theory of defense to the jury. 
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In its simplest terms, the main error in this case is that the prosecution is attempting to 
make what would at best be a civil matter, into a criminal case-attempting to prosecute 
defendant for theft for what is a contractual dispute at best, between the corporation and the 
defendant. And any such dispute is being asserted by the State and not by the corporation. 
There is no evidence that any director or officer of the corporation has any issues with the 
defendant whatsoever. They were never asked-a truly novel situation. 
Based on the evidence in the case, including the documentary evidence and the testimony 
of the witnesses, defendant was put into the position of being the sole Manager of the 
DARE/PAL non-profit corporation with total powers to manage the affairs of the corporation, 
including the expenditure of the corporate funds. There were no written corporate guidelines, 
restrictions, or limitations on such authority except for two civil limitations which were never 
brought to the attention of defendant during his tenure as Manager: (1) the standards of conduct 
for corporate officers set forth in LC. Section 30-30-623 and (2) the "purposes" provisions of the 
non-profit corporation set forth in Article III of its Articles of Incorporation. Any court would 
have to admit that it is a far reach to create a criminal charge out of a violation of those two civil 
provisions, and there is no statutory authority therefor, yet here we are! The prosecution has 
managed to convince the court to allow it to prosecute the defendant for the crime of grand theft, 
when there is absolutely no authority in any jurisdiction to support such a charge based on the 
argument that such civil provisions limit the written authorizations granted to an officer by the 
corporation to do exactly what was shown to have been done. In every other case in the nation 
dealing with embezzlement by a high-level corporate officer, there were other officers and 
directors involved and available as witnesses in the cases, that raised the allegations and 
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supported them with evidence of the defendant's lack or abuse of authority. The State has failed 
to produce a solitary case to support the charge of theft in this case where the degree of authority 
given is almost absolute and there are no other officers or directors to provide contrary evidence. 
The trouble the court faced in this case was determining how to draw a line between what 
would constitute only a potential civil violation of such provisions, and what would amount to a 
criminal theft of corporate funds. And the court had to face such dilemma without the assistance 
of any legislation from the Idaho legislature, or any precedents from the Idaho Appellate Courts 
concerning such distinction, or any other courts for that matter. The prosecution simply drew the 
line for corporate officers based on its opinions and desire to not let the defendant get away with 
something they deemed wrong ( or to cover up something the County failed to manage). This 
seems like a troubling task for any court to evaluate-upholding criminal liability where neither 
the legislature nor the courts have addressed the issue. This problem was addressed in State v. 
Morrison, 14 7 P .3d 91 (Id. App. 2006) wherein the court quoted the Idaho Supreme Court as 
stating: 
A statute defining a crime must be sufficiently explicit so that all persons 
subject thereto may know what conduct on their part will subject them to its penalties. A 
criminal statute must give a clear and unmistakable warning as to the acts which will 
subject one to criminal punishment, and courts are without power to supply what the 
legislature has left vague. An act cannot be held as criminal under a statute unless it 
clearly appears from the language used that the legislature so intended. ( citations 
omitted). ( emphasis added) 
When applied to this case, the foregoing principle should at least caution a court to avoid 
placing criminal liability on an individual when the legislature has failed to specifically address 
the problem at hand. In other words, this court should be careful not to supply what the 
legislature has left vague-the point at which a violation of civil corporate guidelines becomes a 
violation of a criminal law. 
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The court in this case attempted to define such point during the resolution of jury 
instructions. The defense had submitted a proposed instruction to address such issue, a copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, but the court declined to so instruct the jury. Instead the 
court elected to simply instruct the jury with respect to the criminal law, and made a ruling on 
the record which purported to limit the degree to which the parties would be permitted to make 
arguments to the jury with respect to the civil/criminal liability distinction. The court's ruling 
with respect to such matter was unclear and did not set forth the parameters concerning closing 
arguments or the degree to which the civil/criminal liability distinction could be addressed. 
The defense attempted to open that door during closing arguments by referring to the 
court's decision to disallow references to civil liability and simply to address criminal liability 
pursuant to the instructions given, but the State objected to such approach and the court sustained 
the objection thereby closing off any meaningful discussion of the defendant's entire theory of 
defense, that this case was a civil matter at best and not a criminal matter. The defense thereafter 
had no idea as to how to proceed with the issue. 
By precluding such line of argument, the court compounded the denial of due process the 
court created in preventing the defense from calling its expert witness to explain such problem to 
the jury. The expert witness that the defense located, was probably the most qualified person 
available in Idaho to explain the problems in evaluating embezzlement charges involving 
corporate officers, together with the fact that the standards of conduct for corporate officers do 
not create criminal liability but only open the door for possible civil liability for exceeding 
corporate limits. This was also the goal the defense sought with the proposed jury instruction in 
Exhibit A attached hereto, after the court denied the proposed use of the defense expert. That 
instruction alone would have explained the situation to the jury fully and allowed ample 
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argument on the issue, but by denying that instruction, denying the defense the right to call its 
expert witness and then finally denying any meaningful argument to the jury concerning such 
dilemma, the court fully denied the defense any opportunity to fairly present its theory of 
defense. 
The defense acknowledges the difficult problem the court was facing in instructing the 
jury with respect to how to find criminal liability in the face of written documentation of 
corporate authorization to take the exact actions the defendant was accused of committing as 
crimes. In fact, the defense attempted to bring those types of difficulties to the attention of the 
court at the beginning of this case when the defense filed its Pretrial Memorandum pointing out 
the various issues of civil law that would have to be explained to the jury to insure the defendant 
a fair trial on legitimate issues, but as the court knows, that memo was not well received and was 
sealed away from consideration. The defense would respectfully request that such memo be 
unsealed and reviewed anew to see that the defense was attempting to be helpful in bringing to 
the court's prompt attention the thorny issues this case was going to present. 
In any event, it is respectfully submitted that the court failed to properly instruct the jury 
in this case with respect to how a jury was to decide whether a case is merely a civil matter rather 
than a criminal matter. It very well could be that such issue is entirely a matter of law and the 
court should decide the matter and the jury should not be instructed with respect thereto 
whatsoever. However, this does not address the situation where a court does not make the legal 
determination and simply decides to leave it to the jury as was done in this case. In such 
situations, the court is obligated to instruct the jury fully. In I.C. Section 19-2132(a) it is 
declared that, "In charging the jury, the court must state to them all matters of law necessary for 
their information." The Supreme Court of Idaho explained the District Court's duties in 
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instructing the jury in State v. Eastman, 831 P.2d 555 (Idaho 1992) by first acknowledging that, 
"A defendant is entitled to an instruction where 'there is a reasonable view of the evidence 
presented in the case that would support' the theory." (citations omitted). In this case the defense 
submitted the proposed instruction attached hereto as Exhibit A to explain to the jury the issue 
with respect to differentiating civil liability from criminal liability. In Eastman, 831 P.2d at 558, 
the Idaho Supreme Court stated the following when a proposed instruction has been submitted to 
the court: 
[W]hen a defendant requests an instruction, the statute requires a two-prong 
analysis. First, the trial court must determine if the theory presented in the instruction 
applies to the case. Second, the trial court must then determine if the instruction is a 
correct statement of the law. 
If the theory is not supported by the evidence, then the court must reject the 
instruction. But if the theory is supported by the evidence, then the court must determine 
if the instruction is a correct statement of the law. If it is a correct statement, then the 
instruction should be given. But if the instruction is incorrect, then the trial court is under 
the affirmative duty to properly instruct the jury. In this manner, the defendant is still 
under the obligation to bring his or her own theory or theories to the attention of the trial 
court. 
When the foregoing principles are applied to this case, the defendant presented his theory 
of defense to the court in the form of the proposed instruction attached hereto as Exhibit A. The 
court rejected the instruction and did not place on the record any reasons for the ruling. The 
court however, was aware of the issue in the case concerning the necessity of differentiating the 
defendant's potential corporate civil liability from leading to the automatic conclusion that 
defendant was also criminally liable under the same or similar standards. To put the problem a 
separate way, a jury might feel from the evidence that a defendant committed an action or a 
series of actions that were "wrongful", but such actions could simply trigger civil liability and 
not constitute a crime under the law. The court in this case expressed more concern with the 
possibility that by instructing the jury as to the legal limitations of the standards of conduct, the 
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court would be inviting an acquittal. The court must nevertheless instruct the jury in such 
situations so that the jury can properly apply the law to the facts to determine whether the 
defendant is guilty of a crime or might be merely civilly liable for the perceived wrong. In this 
case, the defendant's theory of defense was supported by the evidence, but perhaps the court felt 
defendant's proposed instruction was not a correct statement of the law. If that was the case, 
then the court was still obligated to properly instruct the jury. If the instruction was a correct 
statement of the law-and it is, by the way-then the instruction should have been given and the 
defense allowed to argue the matter to the jury. The failure to properly instruct the jury 
prevented the defendant from receiving due process of law and a fair trial. 
B. The defendant was denied due process of law under the United States and Idaho 
Constitutions, and was denied the benefits of its charging agreement with the State, 
by the court instructing the jury in Instruction No. 20 that it could find the defendant 
guilty of grand theft under either of two alternative means of committing grand theft. 
As set forth in the Facts above, the court decided to instruct the jury in Instruction 20 
concerning the two alternative ways of finding defendant guilty of grand theft--the traditional 
form of trespassory theft and theft by unauthorized control. This decision was based on the 
court's analysis of the Idaho unified theft statutes, but failed to adequately consider the conflict 
of such statutes with federal and state due process requirements and the conflict of such decision 
with the parties' charging agreement. Those matters were presented in defendant's Trial 
Memorandum 8 which has been incorporated herein by reference. 
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In making its charging decision in this case, pursuant to the parties' charging agreement, 
the State followed the drafting procedure outlined in State v. Owen, 935 P.2d 183,200 (footnote 
8) (Id. App. 1997) by setting forth the precise language singling out theft by unauthorized control 
as the specific type of theft being charged in the information. At the arraignment, the court 
interpreted the language the same way it was intended by the State and arraigned the defendant 
on the charge, in the court's words, of" ... one count of grand theft, unauthorized use of this 
money." No other interpretation of the information as filed or the language used at the 
arraignment could reasonably lead to any conclusion other than defendant was charged with theft 
by unauthorized control. 
Defendant was totally surprised and embarrassed by the court's raising the issue of using 
other forms of theft from the unified theft statute to instruct the jury. The defense asked for and 
was granted until the next day to prepare for closing arguments with respect to the new turn of 
events, however the parties then proceeded to use the rest of that day to work on the jury 
instructions. No continuance at that point could have compensated the defense for the late 
raising of the issue and the instructions to the jury to allow its use. It is certain that the defense 
was thereby misled and embarrassed in the preparation and presentation of its defense. (See State 
v. Johnson, 188 P.3d 912 (Idaho 2008)) 
That decision by the court to allow another theory of committing theft beyond that 
alleged in the information was certainly the turning point in the trial and allowed the State to 
secure a guilty verdict by allowing the State to violate its charging agreement. The jury could 
not have reached the guilty verdict in this case without the unconstitutional variance between the 
information and the jury instructions, given in violation of the parties' charging agreement. 
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C. No reasonable mind could conclude that the defendant's guilt on every material 
element of the offense of which he stands convicted has been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt by substantial and competent evidence. 
The above heading sets forth the issue to be determined on a Motion for Judgment of 
Acquittal. State v. Hickman, 191 P.3d 1098 (Idaho 2008); State v. Henry, 138 P.3d 490 (Id. 
App. 2003). In this case, the words ·'competent evidence" pose a problem in the equation due to 
the foregoing analysis of the errors committed during the trial of this matter. The problem is 
further compounded by the parties' charging agreement which prohibits any further amendments 
or changes to the State's selected charge of theft by unauthorized control. 
In any event, the first manner of proving theft set forth in Instruction 20, line #3, requires 
proof that defendant "wrongfully" took funds of the corporation. Obviously, if the defendant 
was fully authorized to take or use the funds in the manner he did, then such use or taking cannot 
be wrongful, and the court should not have instructed the jury on that manner of committing 
theft. That term was not further defined for the jury, however the State made full use of the 
provisions in the Articles of Incorporation concerning the "purposes" of the corporation, to argue 
to the jury that the benefits defendant directed for himself were beyond the scope of his authority 
and were therefore wrongfully taken. In other words, the State could use civil corporate 
standards to convict defendant. Without adequate instructions to the jury, such as the 
defendant's proposed instruction set forth in Exhibit A, the jury was not properly equipped to 
handle this case. 
The same issue was present even with the charge of theft by unauthorized control. The 
jury could have concluded from the corporate "purposes" in the Articles, that defendant's 
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authorizations were limited, and were subject to compliance with such corporate purposes. Such 
conclusions if reached by the jury, were contrary to law, but were not the fault of the jury in that 
the jury was not instructed to the degree necessary to evaluate those matters in accordance with 
law. The court expressed at various times during the settling of instructions, that the court itself 
did not know how to articulate the law with respect to such issues, so it is no surprise that the 
jury was not instructed as to the law on how to differentiate civil standards from those imposing 
criminal liability. This is simply a case of first impression, at least in Idaho, and in the numerous 
other jurisdictions reviewed, and neither the parties, nor the court were prepared to properly 
instruct the jury on the crucial issues of the case. 
After having gone through the trial and jury instruction process, it must be occurring to 
the court that this was a very complex case, as the defense first described in its Pretrial 
Memorandum. The legal issues are so complex that the court was unable to articulate them to 
the jury in the form of instructions. The issues are so complex that no court has ever dealt with 
them and the parties and the court are left to speculation and guess-work as to what the law really 
is on the facts presented here. 
The court should have granted the defense Motion For Judgment of Acquittal at the close 
of the State's case, because the State completely failed to prove the defendant knew that he was 
not authorized to use the corporate funds the way the State says constituted the crime of theft. 
The evidence not only established the defendant was authorized to use the funds in the manner 
he did, but that he also knew he was, from having and reviewing the corporate bylaws himself. 
That is how he knew to tell his counsel that he was the Manager of the corporation under Article 
VI of the bylaws so his attorney could infonn the court of that fact in the Pretrial Memorandum. 
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D. The court committed error in failing to grant the defense motion to eliminate from the 
jury's consideration of theft, the items purchased by the defendant using corporate 
funds, which items the State was alleging were examples of theft of funds by the 
defendant, but which funds were no longer the property of an "owner". 
This problem is a technical problem that arose during the time for the resolution of jury 
instructions. The defense had submitted proposed instructions concerning the determination of 
who an "owner" was for purposes of theft analysis, but then determined that its instructions were 
not exactly on point. The defense did make a motion at that time however to eliminate from the 
jury's consideration of theft, the items purchased by the defendant using corporate funds which 
the State was alleging were examples of theft of funds, as they were purchased for personal use. 
In making its motion to exclude such items from consideration, the defense cited the 2nd 
Bennett decision referenced in the defendant's Memorandum of Law 6. The case of State v. 
Bennett, 246 P.3d 387, 388 (Idaho 2010) made it clear that the State had the burden in a theft 
case, to prove that the person from whom property was allegedly taken, " ... had possessory rights 
in the [property] taken superior to any possessory rights that the defendant had at the time of the 
alleged wrongful taking." In Bennett, it is also clear that the phrase "at the time of the alleged 
wrongful taking" means at that point in time when the defendant has just exercised taking control 
over the property, and not at that point in time just before defendant took the property or 
exercised control. Obviously, every original owner has superior possessory rights just before a 
defendant exercises control of the property, but that is not the point in time the Supreme Court 
has decided is the time for that determination. 
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With respect to the items purchased by the defendant in this case therefore, when 
defendant initiated each purchase by use of the debit card, those funds were spent and disposed 
of, and neither the corporation nor the defendant had any possessory rights over those expended 
funds and did not remain an "owner". The State failed to prove that the corporation had superior 
possessory rights to those funds at that point in time. The corporation had superior possessory 
rights to the items of property, but the theft charge in this case alleged the corporate funds as the 
property stolen, not the items purchased. So the court was in error in failing to exclude those 
items from the evidence the jury could consider as items of theft, or the funds used to purchase 
those items, since those funds were gone and neither the corporation nor the defendant retained 
any possessory rights to those funds. 
CONCLUSION 
This case is a very unusual corporate officer embezzlement case in that no other case 
with the same degree of facts concerning the extent of the officer's proven authority, and where 
the officer has been left by the board of directors in charge of virtually all corporate decisions, 
including his own compensation, has ever been decided. After a thorough search through the 
caselaw in numerous jurisdictions, including federal district and circuit courts, no case even 
remotely similar to the facts of this case has been found. Defense counsel keeps searching 
Casemaker to locate such a case but none has been found to date. The defense has also laid out a 
long-standing challenge to both the court and State to locate and provide such a case, but none 
has been presented. That fact alone should tell the parties something-the State is plowing new 
ground! And to date the court is backing the State's play, all without any legal authorities to 
support such a prosecution. 
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The defendant's relationship with the DARE/PAL corporation is one based on contract 
principles. Defendant's hiring and placement in the position as Manager under Article VI of the 
bylaws were all done pursuant to the corporation's contract with him, as well as entering into the 
further contract at U.S. Bank referred to as he Certificate of Authority. Furthermore, the bylaws 
of the corporation creates a contract among the parties and is interpreted according to principles 
of contract interpretation. (See defendant's Memoranda of Law 1 and 2). This prosecution is 
therefore being pressed in violation of the traditional separation between criminal law and 
contract law referred to in State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864, 867 (Id. App. 1997). In Henninger, 
the court quoted the Idaho Supreme Court concerning that traditional separation by stating: 
Our Supreme Court observed in State v. Jesser, 95 Idaho 43, 50, 501 P.2d 727, 
734 (1972), that there has been an "evolved tradition against enforcing contractual 
obligations through the criminal law." 
The Henninger court continued to paraphrase the Supreme Court in stating, "The reasons 
for this tradition include 'the improbability of preventing honest insolvency by threat of 
prosecution, the danger of discouraging healthy commercial risk-taking or of obtaining unjust 
convictions by hindsight, the futility of imposing imprisoning a debtor unable to pay, and the 
concept that the seller or lender must select and accept his risks."' In Henninger, the court found 
that the theft prosecution in that case involved only the last of the foregoing reasons for the 
rule-that a seller must be prepared to accept his risks. 
In this present case involving defendant's contractual relationship with the DARE/PAL 
corporation, the reason for applying the rule is the highlighted one above-the danger of 
obtaining unjust convictions by hindsight. That is exactly what is being encountered in this 
case. After being the Manager of the DARE/PAL program to everyone's total satisfaction for 13 
years, the County Prosecutor has now decided through his hindsight and that of the Sheriffs 
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Department to prosecute defendant for theft because, due to "Blaine County Hindsight", he 
does not like the degree of authority defendant was given in the corporation or the way defendant 
ran the program, especially with bestowing benefits upon himself as compensation for directing 
all the program events during those years. But the County Prosecutor held no position of 
authority with the corporation and has no say in how the corporation was to be managed or to 
what degree the Manager of the corporation was to be compensated. The County Prosecutor is 
not authorized to make those decisions. 
Based on the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the prosecution of this case has 
been misguided from the beginning, from the wrongful charging of six counts of Misuse of 
Public Funds through the current prosecution for Theft by Unauthorized Control, and as 
modified to include traditional Theft by Wrongful Taking, which is in clear violation of the 
parties' charging agreement. The prosecution is being pursued in spite of there being no readily 
available caselaw to support such a course, and no statutory authority to limit the written 
authority bestowed upon defendant as the Manager of the corporation. This case is a product of 
hindsight by County officials and should not be allowed to continue by the court. The defense 
therefore requests that the court grant the Motion For Judgment of Acquittal or, in the 
alternative, the Motion For New Trial. 
DATED this 
Pro Hae Vj.cj Counsel 
By: J. 0 Wicholson III 




State v. Schiermeier 
Defendant's Proposed Instruction-Civil liability for corporate officers. 
Authority-1.C. Sec. 30-30-623-Standards of Conduct For Officers; Fitzpatrick v. FDIC, 765 F.2d 569, 578 
(Footnote 3) (6th Cir. 1985). 
Idaho statutes governing officers in non-profit corporations require an officer having 
discretionary authority to discharge his duties in good faith, with the care an ordinarily prudent person 
in like position would exercise under similar circumstances, and in a manner the officer reasonably 
believes to be in the best interests of the corporation and its members. Such statutes protect such an 
officer from civil liability if he acts in compliance with such standards of conduct, but leave him open to 
civil liability if he fails to so act. Such statutes have no application to criminal laws and do not set forth 
the standards of conduct that officers must obey in order to avoid criminal liability for crime. Criminal 
liability of a corporate officer is governed by separate statutes as set forth fully in these instructions, and 
you are instructed that the civil standards of conduct for officers are not to be considered in evaluating 
whether a corporate officer has committed a crime. That determination is to be made solely on the 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE PLAINTIFF STATE OF IDAHO 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF 
ACQUITTAL OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TR1AL, filed this date, will 
be brought on for hearing in the above-captioned action in the District Courtroom of the Kramer 
Judicial Building, 201 2nd Ave. S., Hailey~ Id. on OCTOBER 3,2017 AT 2:00 O'CLOCK PM. 
1 
485 of 684
09-18-'17 15:29 FROM- N~PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-766 P0003/0003 F-346 
. ~ 
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Pro Hae Vice Counsel 
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DEFENDANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 
OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL. 
The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney pro hac vice, Thomas R. 
Green, and local counsel, J. 0. Nicholson III, hereby submits this Supplemental Memorandum of 
Points and. Authorities in support of its Motion for Judgment of Acquittal pursuant to I.C.R. 
29(c), or in the alternative, Motion for New Trial pursuant to I.C.R. 34. 
Counsel Thomas R. Green apologizes to the court for not pinpointing this issue earlier so 
that it could be addressed fully at trial, but this is clearly an issue of not being able to see the 
forest for the trees and did not come into focus until counsel finished the Motion For Judgment 
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of Acquittal or New Trial just recently filed and had the opportunity to completely digest the 
authorities and issues involved in this case. Counsel did address this issue at trial in its 
Memoranda of Law 6 and 7 dealing with the "owner" element in theft cases in Idaho and the 
requirement of proof of "a right to possession ... superior to that of the taker." Counsel discussed 
this issue in its recent Motion For Judgment of Acquittal, but only with respect to application of 
the principle to the items of property defendant purchased using DARE/PAL funds, and 
overlooked the broader application of the principle in this case to both the items purchased and 
the funds withdrawn. The principle is one of law and can be raised even at this late date, so 
counsel requests the court's indulgence in bringing up the matter fully now. In retrospect, it was 
necessary to have a full trial of the facts in this case to lay the foundation for application of these 
legal principles to those facts. But now the time is ripe to grant defendant's Motion For 
Judgment of Acquittal as a matter of law. As stated, defendant did raise the issues in its 
Memoranda of Law 6 and 7 which it now incorporates herein, but counsel himself actually 
missed the'vital point in presenting the law to the court during the settlement of jury instructions. 
In hindsight, the parties and the court were worn~out by the end of that day, and it is no wonder 
that the crucial point was overlooked. The point was correctly presented in defense Memoranda 
of Law 6 and 7 and is now summarized anew so that the court will know exactly how this law 
applies to the facts of this case, warranting a Judgment of Acquittal. 
AS A MATTER OF LAW, THE DARE/PAL CORPORATION DID NOT RETAIN ANY 
RIGHT TO POSSESSION OF THE FUNDS ALLEGEDLY TAKEN IN THIS CASE, 
SUPERIOR TO THAT OF THE TAKER, AND CANNOT BE AN OWNER THEREOF. 
In Idaho, the law with respect to the «owner" element in theft prosecutions has been 
undergoing analysis and interpretation in appellate comt decisions. The three primary decisions 
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are: State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864 (Id. App. 1997); State v. Bennett, 246 P.3d 387 (Idaho 
2010), reversing Id. App. 2009 Opinion No. 29; and State v. Johnso!!, 326 P.3d 361 (Id. App. 
2014). In all three cases, a jui-y returned a guilty verdict of theft but the verdicts were either 
reversed by the appellate courts in the first two cases, or overturned by a Judgment of Acquittal 
in the final Johnson case, all as a matter of law. There can be no doubt that the issue is a matter 
of law in this case as well. 
It is trne that all three cases dealt with the sale of goods and the application of the U.C.C 
in resolving the issue as to the retention of superior rights of possession to the goods allegedly 
stolen, but the underlying principle of the three cases is not limited to cases involving the sale of 
goods. The issue is whether the original owner of the property in question retained any 
possessory rights to the property taken superior to the possessory rights the defendant had when 
the property was taken or when he exercised unauthorized control. The point in time for such 
determination is immediately upon the defendant taking the property, not at any time prior 
thereto. 
The three cases also clearly established the principle that if the original owner merely has 
some unsecured contractual claim to a superior right of possession, that is insufficient to 
establish him as the "owner" for purposes of theft prosecutions. The Henninger court even went 
so far as to hold that a security interest in the property did not create a superior right to 
possession. 
The &i:minger decision is most compelling concerning the issue in this case as to 
whether, under the parties' contractual arrangements, the DARE/PAL corporation retained any 
superior possessory rights to the funds in question after the defendant had utilized such funds 
pursuant to the written authorizations set forth in the corporate bylaws and the Certificate of 
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Authority. The Henninger cowt pointed out in its Footnote #2 that if the jury would have been 
involved in such a decision, it would have been required to make complex contractual 
determinations as to the requirements of the parties' contract therein. The court simply held that, 
''without a more explicit expression of intent by the legislature to abandon [the) customary 
separation of criminal law from civil contract enforcement ... " it was not prepared to allow the 
use of the theft statutes for such purposes. 
In the present case, when the principles of the foregoing three appellate decisions are 
applied to the issue of determining whether the DARE/PAL corporation retained possessory 
rights to its funds superior to the possessory rights granted to defendant in the various written 
authorizations, it is certain that the legislature did not intend for a jury to be burdened with the 
task of determining whether civil corporate boundaries, in the form of either the standards of 
conduct for corporate officers, or provisions in Articles of Incorporation, place limits on the 
possessory rights of a defendant under his contractual relationship with the corporation. The 
issue is simply beyond what a jury is expected to do, especially since the courts do not even 
know themselves how such civil limitations apply to such detennination. 
In the current case, when the DARE/PAL corporation made defendant the Manager of the 
corporation under Article VI of the bylaws and then provided the degree of authority to expend 
the corporate funds it did in the Certificate of Authorization at U.S. Bank, it virtually assigned its 
rights to possession of those funds to the defendant to the point that when defendant exercised 
such possessory rights, DARE/PAL did not retain any rights to possession of those funds other 
than it would be legally entitled to assert in a civil proceeding alleging defendant exceeded his 
corporate position. Such a mere civil cause of action is insufficient under the foregoing cases to 
retain superior possessory rights to such funds. In the final analysis, the State has failed to prove 
4 
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beyond a reasonable doubt that DARE/PAL was the "owner" of the funds at issue in this case, 
and as a matter of law it was not. The defendant's Motion For Judgment of Acquittal should be 
granted. 
DATED this 
Thomas R. Gree 
Pro Hae Vice unsel 
By: J. 0 Nicholson III 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above docUment was served this +Ir-1..- day of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
6 
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Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208)734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law, Pro Hae Vice 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307)333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
208-735-4800 T-773 P0002/0007 F-354 
FIL 
SEP 1 9 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 















Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANTS MOTION FOR LEA VE OF COURT 
FOR DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY PRO HAC VICE 
AND LOCAL COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW AS LEAD 
COUNSEL AND FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF THE 
PUBLIC DEFENDER TO REPRESENT DEFENDANT 
AS NEW LEAD COUNSEL FOR SENTENCING. 
The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney pro hac vice, Thomas R. 
Green, and local counsel, J. 0. Nicholson III, hereby moves the court pursuant to l.C.R. 44. l for 
leave and order of the court allowing Attorney J. 0. Nicholson III, local counsel herein, to 
withdraw as local counsel forthwith, and that the public defender be appointed to represent 
defendant as lead counsel and local counsel to pro hac vice counsel at sentencing and for other 
post-conviction relief deemed appropriate. The defendant also moves the coUrt to continue the 
representation of defendant by Attorney Thomas R. Green pro hac vice (and pro bono) under the 
1 
493 of 684
09-19-'17 14:52 FROM- NMR, PLLC. 208-735-4800 T-773 P0003/0007 F-354 
supervision and leadership of the public defender, in the public defender's sole discretion and to 
whatever degree the public defender desires the participation or assistance of pro hac vice 
counsel in the representation of defendant, such participation by pro hac vice counsel to 
terminate at any time upon notice by the public defender. 
This motion is brought at the request of the defendant who would like to have the 
representation of the public defender at sentencing and to thereafter have the public defender's 
appellate division represent defendant on appeal. The defendant would like to request the 
continued participation of Attorney Thomas R. Green pro hac vice to whatever extent deemed 
appropriate and helpful by the public defender but with the public defender as lead counsel and 
local counsel to pro hac vice counsel, such pa1ticipation by pro hac vice counsel to terminate 
immediately upon notice by the public defender. 
Pro hac vice counsel Thomas R. Green is in complete agreement with defendant's desires 
for representation as requested for the following reasons: 
1. Counsel is not familiar with Idaho's sentencing scheme and the various alternatives 
available to the court for sentencing a defendant in a felony criminal case, or the 
relative probabilities of success for a defense attorney to seek one alternative form of 
sentencing over others. Counsel is not comfortable with the prospect of being lead 
counsel in handling defendant's sentencing and feels the he is not competent to 
handle the sentencing. Counsel is certainly willing to be of any assistance to the 
public defender that the public defender may desire to have available to him as lead 
and local counsel, so long as the public defender is lead counsel with total control of 
the case and the right to terminate pro hac vice counsel at any time. 
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2. Counsel has had a continuing knee problem and has put off knee surgery all summer 
to accommodate the trial in this case. Originally, when the trial was to be in May and 
both parties desired to adhere to that trial date, the knee was not going to interfere 
with counsel's representation of defendant, but as time has gone on, the knee problem 
has progressed to the point the counsel can only function on continuous pain 
medication and knee surgery is now crucial. Counsel has an appointment with the 
surgeon in Casper, Wyoming on Octobet 6, 2017 to set the surgery date and decide 
on the final issues with respect to a knee replacement. Counsel cannot reschedule any 
appointments with this surgeon because of the demand for his services and heavy 
schedule he maintains. Counsel is cel1ain that the knee surgery is going to conflict 
with the requirements of sentencing herein, and can only assure the court that counsel 
will do everything required to assist the public defender as requested, but cannot 
guarantee any further degree of participation for sentencing or further post-conviction 
relief. 
DATED this } irk day of September. 2017. 
Thomas R. Gree 
Pro Hae Vice nsel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby ;-th.es that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this day of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 20 I 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
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Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
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Telephone: (208)734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Gr:een 
Attorney at Law, Pro Hae Vice 
2898 Gar:den Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307)333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 







CHAD SCHIERMEIER, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
Case No. CR"2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT FOR 
DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY PRO HAC VICE 
AND LOCAL COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW AS 
LEAD COUNSEL AND FOR THE APPOINTMENT 
OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER TO REPRESENT 
DEFENDANT AT SENTENCING. 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE PLAINTIFF STATE OF IDAHO 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT 
FOR COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW captioned above, will be brought on for hearing in the 
abovewcaptioned action in the District Courtroom of the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Ave. 
S., Hailey, Id. on OCTOBER 3, 2017 AT 2:00 O'CLOCK PM. 
1 
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DATED this 
Thomas R. Gre 
Pro Hae Vice unsel 
By: J. 0 Nie lson III 
\ 9 ~ day of September, 2017. 
Reviewed by: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
T-773 P0007/0007 F-354 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby j~ that a true; accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this ay of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
2 
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(NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC) 
228 4th Avenue North 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine Coun, , Idaho 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Fax: (208) 735-4800 
ISB# 4167 
Email: service@twinfallslegal.com 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




) Case No. CR 2016-3203 
) 
) 
) VERIFIED MOTION TO 
) WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF 
) RECORD AND LOCAL COUNSEL 




COMES NOW, J.O. Nicholson Ill, of the finn NICHOLSON MIGLIURl RODRIGUEZ, 
PLLC and verifies and moves the Court for an Order allowing J.0. Nicholson III and 
NICHOLSON MIGLIORI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC to withdraw as attorney of record for the 
Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER. 
VERIFIED MOTlON TO WlTHDRA W AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND LOCAL COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT - Page I 
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This motion is being made pursuant to Idaho Ci-iminal Rule 44. l. 
J.O. Nicholson III, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
T-775 P0003/0005 F-359 
l. I am an attorney of record and local counsel for the Defendant in this action. 
2. I have met with the Defendant after trial was completed and after he was 
incarcerated in the Twin Falls County Jail pending sentencing in this matter. 
3. The Defendant has requested that 1 withdraw from being his attorney and local 
counsel. 
4. The Defendant has indicated that he has no further resources available to utilize 
our office as local counsel and attomey. He further indicates to me that he has submitted a 
request for a public defender be appointed to assist him at sentencing and for any motions or 
appeals that may be necessary. 
5. The Defendant is incarcerated and is no longer employed and has no source of 
income. 
6. Pro Hae Vice Attorney Thomas R. Green, primary attorney for the Defendant, 
has filed a motion requesting the appointment of a public defender and seeking to withdraw as 
attorney for the Defendant. 
VERIFIED MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND LOCAL COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT - Page 2 
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7. My office and I join in the tequest to have a public defender appointed for the 
Defendant and ask the court to appoint a public defender for the Defendant from this point 
forward. 
8. Further, I request that the court not require my presence at the October 3, 2017 
hearing scheduled before the court. The basis of this request is that Thornas Green has assisted 
the Defendant during trial and a majority of the hearings. If the court requires my presence, I 
would request that the clerk's office notify my office. 
DATED this~y of September, 2017. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
S.~r»t.-
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 2J/!_ day of F~,--2017. 
Residing at: _,,..,.._,_._,__---'---"-'~.J.-+--..,__~--
My Commission Expires: ____,_..+--+.._.....c...■.....L __ 
VERIFIED MO'flON TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND LOCAL COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT· Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on ~day of September, 2017 I served a true and correct 
copy of the within foregoing document upon the attorney named below in the manner noted: 
Matt Fredback 
Blaine County Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney 
219 I st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Thomas Green 
By: 
X U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 




~ Email: tomlaw307@gmail.com 
VERIFIED MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND LOCAL COUNSEL FOR 
DEFENDANT - Page 4 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION TO REQUIRE 
COUNSEL J.O. NICHOLSON 111, Esq. 
TO BE PRESENT AT MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW HEARING 
\ 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order requiring Defendant's Counsel 
J.O. Nicholson Ill, Esq. to be present at the Motion for Leave of Court For Defendant's 
Attorney Pro Hae Vice And Local Counsel To Withdraw As Lead Counsel and For the 
Appointment of the Public Defender to Represent Defendant As New Lead Counsel For 
Sentencing hearing on October 3rd , 2017. 
J.O. Nicholson Ill filed his notice of appearance on October 27th , 2017 and is local 
counsel for the Defendant. Tom Green was admitted pro hac vice on March 10th , 2017. 
At this time, after the Defendant was convicted by a jury on September 1st, 2017, Mr. 
Nicholson requests this Court permit him to withdraw from representing the Defendant. 
Mr. Green states that he is willing to assist other Counsel, but "cannot guarantee any 
further degree of participation for sentencing or further post-conviction relief." 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR LEAVE OF COURT FOR DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY 
PRO HAC VICE AND LOCAL COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW AS LEAD COUNSEL AND 
STATE'S MOTION TO REQUIRE COUNSEL J.O. NICHOLSON Ill TO BE PRESENT AT MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW - pg. 1 
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... 
FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF THE PUBLIC DEFENDER TO REPRESENT 
DEFENDANT AS NEW LEAD COUNSEL FOR SENTENCING, p. 3. 
In any case where an attorney is admitted pro hac vice, Idaho Bar Commission 
Rule 227. ICBR 227(b)(2) provides requires "unless specifically excused from attendance 
by the trial judge, Local Counsel shall personally appear with the pro hac vice attorney on 
all matters before the court." Local counsel is seeking permission by this Court to allow 
his withdrawal. 
The rules regarding Withdrawal of Counsel at this stage of the criminal case can 
be found in Idaho Criminal Rule 44.1(c) and provide " ... in the event of conviction, an 
attorney may not withdraw without leave of the court until expiration of the time for appeal 
from the judgment of conviction." 
While the Court has previously excused local counsel's attendance in court, in this 
upcoming motion his attendance is required in order for the Court to decide whether to 
permit counsel to withdraw. 
DATED this 20 day of September, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S MOTION TO REQUIRE COUNSEL J.O. NICHOLSON Ill TO BE PRESENT AT MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW - pg. 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~y of September, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
J.O. Nicholson 111, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
jon@twi nfallslegal. com 









n, Felony Legal Assistant 
STATE'S MOTION TO REQUIRE COUNSEL J.O. NICHOLSON Ill TO BE PRESENT AT MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW - pg. 3 
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,_ .. 
J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4 th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law, Pro Hae Vice 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
I FILED~ .. ~_. ~·7l:; 
~ SEP 2 5 :011 ] "\,__ 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
·- Court 8!ain~_£o_u_nty, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 















Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING OF DEFENDANT'S 
MOTIONS: (1) TO WITHDRAW DEFENDANT'S 
MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL, OR 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
AND (2) MOTION TO DISMISS CRIMINAL ACTION 
PURSUANT TO I.C.R. 48(a)(2). 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE PLAINTIFF STATE OF IDAHO: 
1 
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT THE DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS, captioned above, will be 
brought on for hearing in the above-captioned action in the District Courtroom of the Kramer 
Judicial Building, 201 2nd Ave. S., Hailey, Id. on OCTOBER 3, 2017 AT 2:00 O'CLOCK PM. 
DATED this 2:T't\.day of September, 2017. 
Pro Hae Vice nsel 
By: J. 0 Nicholson III 
Reviewed by: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED herebs;-11.es that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this · day of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
2 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4 th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law, Pro Hae Vice 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
Fl LED ~-::· 9-:;,J~ . 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 















Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
DEFENDANT'S MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT 
OF ACQUITTAL, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE 
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL DUE TO SUCH 
MOTIONS NOT BEING TIMELY FILED. 
The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney pro hac vice, Thomas R. 
Green, and local counsel, J. 0. Nicholson III, hereby moves the court to withdraw defendant's 
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' ... 
previous motions for judgment of acquittal, or in the alternative, motion for new trial, on the 
grounds that such motions were not timely filed pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules. 
DATED this -zr~0 day of September, 2017. 
en 
Pro Hae / ce 'ounsel 
By: J. 0 Nicholson III 
Reviewed by: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
THE UNDERSIGNED hereby certifies that a true, accurate and complete copy of 
the above document was served this ~ day of September, 2017 by the following 
means: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
[X] U.S. MAIL 
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J.O. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law-Local Counsel 
Nicholson Migliuri Rodriguez 
228 4 th Avenue North 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Telephone: (208) 734-5663 
Bar Number 4167 
Thomas R. Green 
Attorney at Law, Pro Hae Vice 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
Telephone: (307) 333-3757 
Wyoming Bar Number 7-5056 
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Case No. CR-2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS CRIMINAL 
ACTION PURSUANT TO I.C.R. 48(a)(2). 
The defendant, Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney pro hac vice, Thomas R. 
Green, and local counsel, J. 0. Nicholson III, hereby moves the court pursuant to I.C.R. 48(a)(2) 
to dismiss this criminal action to serve the ends of justice. This motion is based on the attached 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities together with the pleadings and papers filed herein and 
the record of the trial just concluded, all of which establish that the law and the evidence is 
insufficient to sustain a conviction on appeal or on a motion for a new trial following sentencing, 




the United States and Idaho Constitutions, as well as depriving defendant of the benefits of the 
parties' charging agreement placed on the record at arraignment. 
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
I. FACTS. 
This case was started with a completely flawed indictment charging six counts of misuse 
of public funds. The defendant previously filed a Pretrial Memorandum setting forth the various 
errors committed by the State in seeking and obtaining such indictment, and defendant will not 
go over such facts again, but does incorporate such Pretrial Memorandum herein by this 
reference, together with the Grand Jury transcript. The Pretrial Memorandum does provide the 
background information concerning the parties' agreement, placed on the record on March 21, 
2017 to allow the State one last chance to get its charges right by filing an information setting 
forth whatever charges it selected to best represent its case against defendant, without the 
embarrassment or necessity of going through a dismissal of its first attempt. It is also of upmost 
importance to realize and accept the fact that this agreement was of mutual benefit to the 
parties-with the defendant receiving benefits as well as the State. The defendant received 
finality to the charging process whereby the State's seemingly endless ability to revamp its 
charges would be ended and the defendant would know exactly what charges he would be facing, 
and the State would be precluded from varying from those selected charges. The State would 
literally be putting "all its eggs in one basket" as stated in such metaphor the defense used to 
describe the situation in court on March 21, 201 7. 
The State therefore took its last shot at the charging decision and filed its information, 
charging one count of, " ... grand theft, unauthorized use of this money," the court's exact 
2 
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words at the arraignment, to which defendant's previous plea of not guilty was continued in 
effect. During the trial herein, just the day prior to closing arguments, the court introduced for 
the first time, the concept that defendant could also be found guilty under the traditional form of 
theft set forth in Idaho's unified theft statutes, however the defendant filed its Memorandum of 
Law 8 to show that such action should not be allowed under the particular circumstances of this 
case and would constitute a violation of not only defendant's due process rights but also his 
rights under the parties' agreement. Defendant incorporates such Memorandum of Law 8 herein 
for purposes of this motion, together with such further authorities set forth below. The court 
rejected defendant's Memorandum of Law 8 and instructed the jury concerning the two 
alternative manners of finding defendant guilty of theft. The State joined in such action and 
thereby violated the parties' agreement to put "all its eggs in one basket." It now appears certain, 
from the jury's inquiry to the court during deliberations, that the jury could not find either 
manner of proving theft beyond a reasonable doubt, and only found defendant guilty based on 
Idaho's standard instructions for theft under the unified theft provisions. The defendant was 
extremely prejudiced by the court's and the State's refusal to honor the parties' charging 
agreement and in failing to provide defendant with adequate notice of any intention to utilize a 
theory of theft in its prosecution other than theft by unauthorized control. Defendant was 
arraigned on the charge of "grand larceny, unauthorized use of this money," after the court read 
the information over and made such conclusion itself based on the wording of the information. 
Defendant accepted such pronouncement at face value as declared by the court, and the State 
remained silent with respect thereto. Both the court and State are bound by such declaration and 




During the trial, the State relentlessly asserted its theory of the case, that defendant made 
numerous purchases of outdoor equipment for his own personal use and made thousands of 
dollars of cash withdrawals from the DARE/PAL bank account, all without authorization. It was 
only at the end of the case, when the evidence established the degree of certainty to which 
defendant had been authorized to run the affairs of the corporation, that the traditional theft 
theory was dredged up to save the prosecution from an acquittal of the original charge of theft by 
unauthorized control. 
The State asserted two theories to support its allegations of theft: (1) the purchases of 
equipment that the prosecution had simply decided were beyond the DARE/PAL program 
authorized limits, and (2) the cash withdrawals during the school year, and not during the 
summer months, which the prosecution asserted could not have been used for the program due to 
the lack of scheduled events taking place during the school year. Such two factual theories were 
consistent with the State's position, asserted during Sheriff Femling's and Sheriff Ramsey's 
testimony, that the annual publicized calendar of events, together with the Sheriffs' budgets 
prepared with respect to such planned events, set the outside limits of the DARE/PAL program 
and therefore, any expenditures or withdrawals of cash outside of those limits were unauthorized 
and constituted theft. The prosecution maintained its position with respect to that theory of 
authorization, and no matter what the testimony of the witnesses and documentary evidence 
established to the contrary, the State was never willing to admit the limitations of its position. 
The State continued to assert such position throughout the presentation of evidence and during its 
closing arguments. Those theories may have been the actual state of affairs during the Femling 
years, which are not charged in the information, but have no relation to the years of the program 
under Sheriff Ramsey which are the years actually charged in the information. 
4 
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The State's theories of theft set forth above, which only applied during Femling's tenure, 
ignore the clearly uncontradicted evidence of the situation during the Ramsey years, that 
defendant remained appointed by the DARE/PAL corporation to be the Manager of the 
corporation, in the place of the board of directors, and was given all the powers of the 
corporation to run the affairs of the corporation pursuant to Article VI of the Bylaws. This was 
the testimony of Sheriff Femling, who was the President of the corporation during the entire 
period that defendant was Manager of the corporation in the years 2002 to 2009 when the Sheriff 
became ill and passed the torch to Sheriff Ramsey who worked with defendant during the years 
at issue in this case, 2009 to 2015, when defendant was the sole corporate officer involved in 
running the affairs of the corporation and Sheriff Ramsey held no position of authority therein. 
So, for the first time in the program's history, beginning in 2009 the defendant was in the 
position of having the total power to control the corporation as its sole Manager under Article VI 
and having the complete authorization to expend the corporate funds under the Certificate of 
Authorization at the bank. 
These facts are uncontroverted, and yet the prosecution and the court have never openly 
acknowledged them or their significance. Sheriff Femling confirmed what the defense has been 
asserting since it filed its Pretrial Memorandum in this case-that defendant was the Manager of 
the corporation pursuant to Article VI of the Bylaws. No evidence to the contrary was ever 
presented by the State in this case. It was also uncontroverted in the evidence that defendant had 
total written authorization to expend the corporate funds under the Certificate of Authorization at 
U.S. Bank. Both forms of written authorization-the Article VI provision and the Certificate of 
Authorization-are uncontroverted facts. The legal significance of those facts may very well be 
in dispute, but the prosecution and the court should at least be impartial enough to admit 
5 
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willingly and openly that such two forms of written authorization stand undisputed and have 
always existed during the relevant years. And yet no such acknowledgement has been 
forthcoming. 
The witnesses in this case, even the State's expert witness, all established the basic truths 
about the extent of the corporate authority placed on the defendant during the key years in 
question in this case, 2009 to 2015, and that the funds donated to the corporation belonged to the 
corporation without any strings remaining from the donors. To be clear and certain, the 
uncontroverted evidence established the following: 
1. During the key years of 2009 to 2015, pursuant to the testimony of Sheriff Femling, 
defendant held the position of Manager of the corporation under Article VI of the 
bylaws. Such provision placed the defendant in the same position as the Board of 
Directors, having the same powers which would otherwise be exercised by the Board 
of Directors, and the Board was relieved of such duties and powers, and went into 
complete inactivity, not observing any further corporate formalities. The Board could 
remove the Manager at any time with or without cause, but never acted to do so. In 
the absence of any such action, defendant remained the Manager of the corporation. 
Once it was established in the trial that defendant was the sole Manager of the 
corporation during the relevant years, vested with all the powers set forth in the 
bylaws, the State's case was essentially finished. No corporate officer could be 
convicted of theft of the corporate funds when that degree of corporate authority has 
been established. At least neither the State nor the court can provide any authority 
that would support such a conviction. 
6 
515 of 684
2. In his position as Manager of the corporation during the key period 2009 to 2015, 
defendant had the written authority to exercise all corporate powers under Article 
V(4) of the bylaws, including the approval of all the projects of the corporation--
Article V(4)(c); appointment of the director of all the corporation's projects--Article 
V(4)(d); audit bills and disburse funds of the corporation--Article V(4)(t); determine 
what if any compensation [should] be paid to a director of a project--Article V(4)(h); 
and devise and carry into execution such other measures as [he] deemed proper and 
expedient to promote the objects of the nonprofit corporation and to best protect the 
interests and welfare of its members--Article V(4)(i). Pursuant to such powers, 
defendant approved additional projects (such as the archery program in coordination 
with the Idaho Department of Fish and Game), the outdoor hunting and adventure 
video viewing program conducted at the middle school for interested students, the 
videotaping and viewing of program events such as rafting, camping and hiking, and 
the remote-control airplane program for middle school students. In addition, 
defendant had the power to approve the compensation arrangement for the director of 
all the corporation's projects, that director being the defendant. The Certificate of 
Authorization at U. S. Bank authorized defendant to utilize funds in the account even, 
by its own terms, if the payee of the funds was the defendant himself. It therefore 
appears that defendant was not only authorized by the bylaws to benefit himself as the 
director of the corporation's projects, but was also fully authorized in the Certificate 
of Authority to make payments to himself as payee. In short, all written 
documentation in this case fully authorized defendant to compensate himself for 




Again, just as the State wants to ignore the written authorizations of the bylaw 
provision of Article VI and the Certificate of Authority, the State also declines to 
recognize the powers that were vested in the defendant under such authorizations to 
bestow benefits upon himself as the director of the corporation's projects, which 
projects he was also empowered to select. It appears that the position of the State 
with respect to such matters is to simply ignore them as ridiculous grants of authority 
which could not possibly have any validity, and to act as if the provisions simply do 
not exist or do not mean what they provide in plain and unambiguous English. 
3. The State also fails to acknowledge the independent nature of the DARE/PAL 
corporation to take whatever action it deemed appropriate without outside challenge. 
These principles were set forth in defendant's Memoranda of Law 1, 2 and 5 which 
are incorporated herein by this reference. Such memos clearly set forth the fact that 
the non-profit corporation was free to select defendant as its Manager pursuant to 
Article VI of the bylaws and to provide virtually unlimited authority to such Manager 
to manage the program and expend the corporate funds in doing so, even directing 
compensation benefits to be provided to defendant for directing each of the program 
events. As the Manager of the corporation, defendant was independent of the 
Sheriff's Department control, and only had to respond to the Sheriff's Department 
with respect to his position as School Resource Officer. Defendant had no corporate 
responsibility to report to the Sheriff any compensation that he authorized to himself 
for directing the program events. Defendant obviously knew that word of any such 
compensation would not have been well received by the Sheriff and might have 
resulted in termination from his position as Deputy Sheriff, but defendant had no 
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reason to know that authorizing such compensation benefits to himself could result in 
criminal charges for theft, when he was authorized in writing to provide such 
benefits. It is very apparent in this case that the State cannot accept this independent 
power of the corporation and its Manager to run the corporation as it was managed by 
the defendant. There is still a pervasive "feeling" in this case that the funds of the 
corporation came from the County and could only be used as directed by County 
authorities. Such feeling simply ignores the independent corporate existence and the 
written authorizations bestowed on defendant by the board of directors. 
4. Another key fact established during the trial which remains undisputed is the proper 
role of the calendars of events together with the budgets jointly approved each year to 
support the amount of the annual donations to the DARE/PAL Program that the 
Sheriffs' Office would make. The State painstakingly introduced such calendars and 
budgets over the defendant's objection as to relevance, for each of the years 2009 
through 2015 to show the three months the program was scheduled during the 
summer and to show the alleged limited purpose for the use of the donated funds. 
The defendant objected to the introduction of such evidence on the basis that just 
because the budget and calendaring process was used internally in the Sheriffs' Office 
to justify the amount of its donations each year to the DARE/PAL corporation, such 
internal matter did not have any effect on the corporation's use of such funds once 
donated. See defendant's Memorandum of Law 4, incorporated herein by reference. 
After spending hours introducing such matters into evidence however, Sheriff 
Ramsey brought the entire matter into clear focus, almost sending the State into 
convulsions, when he admitted on cross-examination that once the funds were 
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donated to the DARE/PAL corporation, the funds belonged to the corporation and 
could be used as the corporation directed without any legal control by the Sheriffs 
Department or the County. In Sheriff Ramsey's words, the program schedules and 
associated budgets merely created an "expectation" on the part of the Sheriffs 
Department that the funds would be used to operate the DARE/PAL program as 
planned and scheduled, but that there was no legally binding way for the Sheriff to 
hold the corporation to such expectation. It was therefore clear by this point in the 
trial, that defendant was not bound by those budgets and scheduled events in the 
sense that he could not go beyond them in planning and implementing the 
DARE/PAL Program. He was authorized as set forth above to plan additional events 
and to expend corporate funds in additional ways than as set forth in such schedules 
and budgets, including compensating himself for directing each program event. And 
defendant was the single person authorized by the corporation during the years 2009 
to 2015 to make such decisions. Neither the Sheriff nor the County maintained any 
control over the corporation during such period. That entire situation is solely the 
blame of Blaine County for failing to create the corporation in the mold they are now 
trying to enforce through criminal prosecution-a total abuse of power. 
5. The final crucial factor established by the evidence was the fact that the defendant did 
organize and direct all the DARE/PAL program scheduled and budgeted events in a 
completely satisfactory manner and within budget. Both Sheriff Femling and Sheriff 
Ramsey testified that defendant put on the events in a completely thorough and 
professional manner and that they were very satisfied with his performance in that 
regard. Sheriff Ramsey testified that defendant could not have put on all the 
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scheduled program events if he had stolen all ·the corporate funds alleged. He 
admitted that defendant did not take all such funds, and that in fact, it was not known 
how much of the funds he took. Ramsey finally admitted on cross examination that 
the State "did not have a clue" where the funds went that defendant withdrew as cash 
withdrawals, and admitted that a large portion of such funds had to have been used on 
the programmed events or the events could not have all been held. In addition, all of 
defendant's performance evaluations were satisfactory and the only complaint about 
his service was that he spent too much time at it, requiring awards of "comp" time. 
Defendant has never denied that he received benefits personally from the DARE/PAL 
funds-he only denies that he "wrongfully took" such benefits and denies he was not 
authorized to receive them. He was authorized to provide such benefits as 
compensation to himself under the authority he was given to manage the DARE/PAL 
corporation. The State simply does not like such facts and refuses to acknowledge 
them. 
II. LEGAL ANALYSIS AND ARGUMENT. 
A. The defendant was denied due process of law under the United States and Idaho 
Constitutions by the court preventing the defense from presenting expert testimony 
concerning its theory of defense, by denying defendant the proposed jury instruction 
(Exhibit A hereto) explaining such defense, or to otherwise correctly instruct the jury, 
and by preventing him from arguing his theory of defense to the jury. 
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In its simplest terms, the main error in this case is that the prosecution is attempting to 
make what would at best be a civil matter, into a criminal case-attempting to prosecute 
defendant for theft for what is a contractual dispute at best, between the corporation and the 
defendant. And any such dispute is being asserted by the State and not by the corporation. 
There is no evidence that any director or officer of the corporation has any issues with the 
defendant whatsoever. They were never asked-a truly novel situation. 
Based on the evidence in the case, including the documentary evidence and the testimony 
of the witnesses, defendant was put into the position of being the sole Manager of the 
DARE/PAL non-profit corporation with total powers to manage the affairs of the corporation, 
including the expenditure of the corporate funds. There were no written corporate guidelines, 
restrictions, or limitations on such authority except for two civil limitations which were never 
brought to the attention of defendant during his tenure as Manager: (1) the standards of conduct 
for corporate officers set forth in LC. Section 30-30-623 and (2) the "purposes" provisions of the 
non-profit corporation set forth in Article III of its Articles of Incorporation. Any court would 
have to admit that it is a far reach to create a criminal charge out of a violation of those two civil 
provisions, and there is no statutory authority therefor, yet here we are! The prosecution has 
managed to convince the court to allow it to prosecute the defendant for the crime of grand theft, 
when there is absolutely no authority in any jurisdiction to support such a charge based on the 
argument that such civil provisions limit the written authorizations granted to an officer by the 
corporation to do exactly what was shown to have been done. In every other case in the nation 
dealing with embezzlement by a high-level corporate officer, there were other officers and 
directors involved and available as witnesses in the cases, that raised the allegations and 
supported them with evidence of the defendant's lack or abuse of authority. The State has failed 
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to produce a solitary case to support the charge of theft in this case where the degree of authority 
given is almost absolute and there are no other officers or directors to provide contrary evidence. 
The trouble the court faced in this case was determining how to draw a line between what 
would constitute only a potential civil violation of such provisions, and what would amount to a 
criminal theft of corporate funds. And the court had to face such dilemma without the assistance 
of any legislation from the Idaho legislature, or any precedents from the Idaho Appellate Courts 
concerning such distinction, or any other courts for that matter. The prosecution simply drew the 
line for corporate officers based on its opinions and desire to not let the defendant get away with 
something they deemed wrong (or to cover up something the County failed to manage). This 
seems like a troubling task for any court to evaluate-upholding criminal liability where neither 
the legislature nor the courts have addressed the issue. This problem was addressed in State v. 
Morrison, 147 P.3d 91 (Id. App. 2006) wherein the court quoted the Idaho Supreme Court as 
stating: 
A statute defining a crime must be sufficiently explicit so that all persons 
subject thereto may know what conduct on their part will subject them to its penalties. A 
criminal statute must give a clear and unmistakable warning as to the acts which will 
subject one to criminal punishment, and courts are without power to supply what the 
legislature has left vague. An act cannot be held as criminal under a statute unless it 
clearly appears from the language used that the legislature so intended. ( citations 
omitted). ( emphasis added) 
When applied to this case, the foregoing principle should at least caution a court to avoid 
placing criminal liability on an individual when the legislature has failed to specifically address 
the problem at hand. In other words, this court should be careful not to supply what the 
legislature has left vague-the point at which a violation of civil corporate guidelines becomes a 
violation of a criminal law. 
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The court in this case attempted to define such point during the resolution of jury 
instructions. The defense had submitted a proposed instruction to address such issue, a copy of 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit A, but the court declined to so instruct the jury. Instead the 
court elected to simply instruct the jury with respect to the criminal law, and made a ruling on 
the record which purported to limit the degree to which the parties would be permitted to make 
arguments to the jury with respect to the civil/criminal liability distinction. The court's ruling 
with respect to such matter was unclear and did not set forth the parameters concerning closing 
arguments or the degree to which the civil/criminal liability distinction could be addressed. 
The defense attempted to open that door during closing arguments by referring to the 
court's decision to disallow references to civil liability and simply to address criminal liability 
pursuant to the instructions given, but the State objected to such approach and the court sustained 
the objection thereby closing off any meaningful discussion of the defendant's entire theory of 
defense, that this case was a civil matter at best and not a criminal matter. The defense thereafter 
had no idea as to how to proceed with the issue. 
By precluding such line of argument, the court compounded the denial of due process the 
court created in preventing the defense from calling its expert witness to explain such problem to 
the jury. The expert witness that the defense located, was probably the most qualified person 
available in Idaho to explain the problems in evaluating embezzlement charges involving 
corporate officers, together with the fact that the standards of conduct for corporate officers do 
not create criminal liability but only open the door for possible civil liability for exceeding 
corporate limits. This was also the goal the defense sought with the proposed jury instruction in 
Exhibit A attached hereto, after the court denied the proposed use of the defense expert. That 
instruction alone would have explained the situation to the jury fully and allowed ample 
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argument on the issue, but by denying that instruction, denying the defense the right to call its 
expert witness and then finally denying any meaningful argument to the jury concerning such 
dilemma, the court fully denied the defense any opportunity to fairly present its theory of 
defense. 
The defense acknowledges the difficult problem the court was facing in instructing the 
jury with respect to how to find criminal liability in the face of written documentation of 
corporate authorization to take the exact actions the defendant was accused of committing as 
crimes. In fact, the defense attempted to bring those types of difficulties to the attention of the 
court at the beginning of this case when the defense filed its Pretrial Memorandum pointing out 
the various issues of civil law that would have to be explained to the jury to insure the defendant 
a fair trial on legitimate issues, but as the court knows, that memo was not well received and was 
sealed away from consideration. The defense would respectfully request that such memo be 
unsealed and reviewed anew to see that the defense was attempting to be helpful in bringing to 
the court's prompt attention the thorny issues this case was going to present. 
In any event, it is respectfully submitted that the court failed to properly instruct the jury 
in this case with respect to how a jury was to decide whether a case is merely a civil matter rather 
than a criminal matter. It very well could be that such issue is entirely a matter of law and the 
court should decide the matter and the jury should not be instructed with respect thereto 
whatsoever. However, this does not address the situation where a court does not make the legal 
determination and simply decides to leave it to the jury as was done in this case. In such 
situations, the court is obligated to instruct the jury fully. In LC. Section l 9-2132(a) it is 
declared that, "In charging the jury, the court must state to them all matters of law necessary for 
their information." The Supreme Court of Idaho explained the District Court's duties in 
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instructing the jury in State v. Eastman, 831 P.2d 555 (Idaho 1992) by first acknowledging that, 
"A defendant is entitled to an instruction where 'there is a reasonable view of the evidence 
presented in the case that would support' the theory." (citations omitted). In this case the defense 
submitted the proposed instruction attached hereto as Exhibit A to explain to the jury the issue 
with respect to differentiating civil liability from criminal liability. In Eastman, 831 P.2d at 558, 
the Idaho Supreme Court stated the following when a proposed instruction has been submitted to 
the court: 
[W]hen a defendant requests an instruction, the statute requires a two-prong 
analysis. First, the trial court must determine if the theory presented in the instruction 
applies to the case. Second, the trial court must then determine if the instruction is a 
correct statement of the law. 
If the theory is not supported by the evidence, then the court must reject the 
instruction. But if the theory is supported by the evidence, then the court must determine 
if the instruction is a correct statement of the law. If it is a correct statement, then the 
instruction should be given. But if the instruction is incorrect, then the trial court is under 
the affirmative duty to properly instruct the jury. In this manner, the defendant is still 
under the obligation to bring his or her own theory or theories to the attention of the trial 
court. 
When the foregoing principles are applied to this case, the defendant presented his theory 
of defense to the court in the form of the proposed instruction attached hereto as Exhibit A. The 
court rejected the instruction and did not place on the record any reasons for the ruling. The 
court however, was aware of the issue in the case concerning the necessity of differentiating the 
defendant's potential corporate civil liability from leading to the automatic conclusion that 
defendant was also criminally liable under the same or similar standards. To put the problem a 
separate way, a jury might feel from the evidence that a defendant committed an action or a 
series of actions that were "wrongful", but such actions could simply trigger civil liability and 
not constitute a crime under the law. The court in this case expressed more concern with the 
possibility that by instructing the jury as to the legal limitations of the standards of conduct, the 
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court would be inviting an acquittal. The court must nevertheless instruct the jury in such 
situations so that the jury can properly apply the law to the facts to determine whether the 
defendant is guilty of a crime or might be merely civilly liable for the perceived wrong. In this 
case, the defendant's theory of defense was supported by the evidence, but perhaps the court felt 
defendant's proposed instruction was not a correct statement of the law. If that was the case, 
then the court was still obligated to properly instruct the jury. If the instruction was a correct 
statement of the law-and it is, by the way-then the instruction should have been given and the 
defense allowed to argue the matter to the jury. The failure to properly instruct the jury 
prevented the defendant from receiving due process of law and a fair trial. 
B. The defendant was denied due process of law under the United States and Idaho 
Constitutions, and was denied the benefits of its charging agreement with the State, 
by the court instructing the jury in Instruction No. 20 that it could find the defendant 
guilty of grand theft under either of two alternative means of committing grand theft. 
As set forth in the Facts above, the court decided to instruct the jury in Instruction 20 
concerning the two alternative ways of finding defendant guilty of grand theft--the traditional 
form of trespassory theft and theft by unauthorized control. This decision was based on the 
court's analysis of the Idaho unified theft statutes, but failed to adequately consider the conflict 
of such statutes with federal and state due process requirements and the conflict of such decision 
with the parties' charging agreement. Those matters were presented in defendant's Trial 




In making its charging decision in this case, pursuant to the parties' charging agreement, 
the State followed the drafting procedure outlined in State v. Owen, 935 P.2d 183, 200 (footnote 
8) (Id. App. 1997) by setting forth the precise language singling out theft by unauthorized control 
as the specific type of theft being charged in the information. At the arraignment, the court 
interpreted the language the same way it was intended by the State and arraigned the defendant 
on the charge, in the court's words, of" ... one count of grand theft, unauthorized use of this 
money." No other interpretation of the information as filed or the language used at the 
arraignment could reasonably lead to any conclusion other than defendant was charged with theft 
by unauthorized control. 
Defendant was totally surprised and embarrassed by the court's raising the issue of using 
other forms of theft from the unified theft statute to instruct the jury. The defense asked for and 
was granted until the next day to prepare for closing arguments with respect to the new turn of 
events, however the parties then proceeded to use the rest of that day to work on the jury 
instructions. No continuance at that point could have compensated the defense for the late 
raising of the issue and the instructions to the jury to allow its use. It is certain that the defense 
was thereby misled and embarrassed in the preparation and presentation of its defense. (See State 
v. Johnson, 188 P.3d 912 (Idaho 2008)) 
That decision by the court to allow another theory of committing theft beyond that 
alleged in the information was certainly the turning point in the trial and allowed the State to 
secure a guilty verdict by allowing the State to violate its charging agreement. The jury could 
not have reached the guilty verdict in this case without the unconstitutional variance between the 
information and the jury instructions, given in violation of the parties' charging agreement. 
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' . ' 
B. As a Matter of Law, The DARE/PAL Corporation Did Not Retain Any Right To 
Possesssion Of The Funds Allegedly Taken In This Case, Superior To That Of 
The Taker, And Cannot Be An Owner Thereof. 
This problem involves a technical problem that arose during the time for the resolution of 
instructions. The defense had submitted proposed instructions concerning the determination of 
who an "owner" was for purposes of theft analysis, but then determined that its instructions were 
not exactly on point. The defense did make a motion at that time however to eliminate from the 
jury's consideration of theft, the items purchased by the defendant using corporate funds which 
the State was alleging were examples of theft of funds, as they were purchased for personal use. 
In making its motion to exclude such items from consideration, the defense cited the 2nd 
Bennett decision referenced in the defendant's Memorandum of Law 6. The case of State v. 
Bennett, 246 P.3d 387, 388 (Idaho 2010) made it clear that the State had the burden in a theft 
case, to prove that the person from whom property was allegedly taken, " ... had possessory rights 
in the [property] taken superior to any possessory rights that the defendant had at the time of the 
alleged wrongful taking." In Bennett, it is also clear that the phrase "at the time of the alleged 
wrongful taking" means at that point in time when the defendant has just exercised taking control 
over the property, and not at that point in time just before defendant took the property or 
exercised control. Obviously, every original owner has superior possessory rights just before a 
defendant exercises control of the property, but that is not the point in time the Supreme Court 
has decided is the time for that determination. 
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With respect to the items purchased by the defendant in this case therefore, when 
defendant initiated each purchase by use of the debit card, those funds were spent and disposed 
of, and neither the corporation nor the defendant had any possessory rights over those expended 
funds and did not remain an "owner" with respect thereto. The State failed to prove that the 
corporation had superior possessory rights to those funds at that point in time. The corporation 
had superior possessory rights to the items of property, but the theft charge in this case alleged 
the corporate funds as the property stolen, not the items purchased. So the court was in error in 
failing to exclude those items from the evidence the jury could consider as items of theft, or the 
funds used to purchase those items, since those funds were gone and neither the corporation nor 
the defendant retained any possessory rights to those funds. 
Beyond that specific point raised during the trial however, there remains a broader issue 
in this case with respect to whether the DARE/PAL corporation can be considered an "owner" 
for purposes of the theft charge in this case with respect to any of the funds allegedly taken. 
In Idaho, the law with respect to the "owner" element in theft prosecutions has been 
undergoing analysis and interpretation in appellate court decisions. The three primary decisions 
are: State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864 (Id. App. 1997); State v. Bennett, 246 P.3d 387 (Idaho 
2010), reversing Id. App. 2009 Opinion No. 29; and State v. Johnson, 326 P.3d 361 (Id. App. 
2014 ). In all three cases, a jury returned a guilty verdict of theft but the verdicts were either 
reversed by the appellate courts in the first two cases, or overturned by a Judgment of Acquittal 
in the final Johnson case, all as a matter of law. There can be no doubt that the issue is a matter 
of law in this case as well. 
It is true that all three cases dealt with the sale of goods and the application of the U .C.C 
in resolving the issue as to the retention of superior rights of possession to the goods allegedly 
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stolen, but the underlying principle of the three cases is not limited to cases involving the sale of 
goods. The issue is whether the original owner of the property in question retained any 
possessory rights to the property taken superior to the possessory rights the defendant had when 
the property was taken or when he exercised unauthorized control. The point in time for such 
determination is immediately upon the defendant taking the property, not at any time prior 
thereto. 
The three cases also clearly established the principle that if the original owner merely has 
some unsecured contractual claim to a superior right of possession, that is insufficient to 
establish him as the "owner" for purposes of theft prosecutions. The Henninger court even went 
so far as to hold that a security interest in the property did not create a superior right to 
possession. 
The Henninger decision is most compelling concerning the issue in this case as to 
whether, under the parties' contractual arrangements, the DARE/PAL corporation retained any 
superior possessory rights to the funds in question after the defendant had utilized such funds 
pursuant to the written authorizations set forth in the corporate bylaws and the Certificate of 
Authority. The Henninger court pointed out in its Footnote #2 that if the jury would have been 
involved in such a decision, it would have been required to make complex contractual 
determinations as to the requirements of the parties' contract therein. The court simply held that, 
"without a more explicit expression of intent by the legislature to abandon [the] customary 
separation of criminal law from civil contract enforcement. .. " it was not prepared to allow the 
use of the theft statutes for such purposes. 
In the present case, when the principles of the foregoing three appellate decisions are 
applied to the issue of determining whether the DARE/PAL corporation retained possessory 
21 
530 of 684
rights to its funds superior to the possessory rights granted to defendant in the various \Witten 
authorizations, it is certain that the legislature did not intend for a jury to be burdened with the 
task of determining whether civil corporate boundaries, in the form of either the standards of 
conduct for corporate officers, or provisions in Articles of Incorporation, place limits on the 
possessory rights of a defendant under his contractual relationship with the corporation. The 
issue is simply beyond what a jury is expected to do, especially since the courts do not even 
know themselves how such civil limitations apply to such determination. 
In the current case, when the DARE/PAL corporation made defendant the Manager of the 
corporation under Article VI of the bylaws and then provided the degree of authority to expend 
the corporate funds it did in the Certificate of Authorization at U.S. Bank, it virtually assigned its 
rights to possession of those funds to the defendant to the point that when defendant exercised 
such possessory rights, DARE/PAL did not retain any rights to possession of those funds other 
than it would be legally entitled to assert in a civil proceeding alleging defendant exceeded his 
corporate position. Such a mere civil cause of action is insufficient under the foregoing cases to 
retain superior possessory rights to such funds. In the final analysis, the State has failed to prove 
beyond a reasonable doubt that DARE/PAL was the "owner" of the funds at issue in this case, 
and as a matter of law it was not. The defendant's Motion To Dismiss this Criminal Action 
should therefore be granted to serve the ends of justice. 
CONCLUSION 
This case is a very unusual corporate officer embezzlement case in that no other case 
with the same degree of facts concerning the extent of the officer's proven authority, and where 
the officer has been left by the board of directors in charge of virtually all corporate decisions, 
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including his own compensation, has ever been decided. After a thorough search through the 
caselaw in numerous jurisdictions, including federal district and circuit courts, no case even 
remotely similar to the facts of this case has been found. Defense counsel keeps searching 
Casemaker to locate such a case but none has been found to date. The defense has also laid out a 
long-standing challenge to both the court and State to locate and provide such a case, but none 
has been presented. That fact alone should tell the parties something---the State is plowing new 
ground! And to date the court is backing the State's play, all without any legal authorities to 
support such a prosecution. 
The defendant's relationship with the DARE/PAL corporation is one based on contract 
principles. Defendant's hiring and placement in the position as Manager under Article VI of the 
bylaws were all done pursuant to the corporation's contract with him, as well as entering into the 
further contract at U.S. Bank referred to as he Certificate of Authority. Furthermore, the bylaws 
of the corporation creates a contract among the parties and is interpreted according to principles 
of contract interpretation. (See defendant's Memoranda of Law 1 and 2). This prosecution is 
therefore being pressed in violation of the traditional separation between criminal law and 
contract law referred to in State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864, 867 (Id. App. 1997) as set forth 
above. In Henninger, the court quoted the Idaho Supreme Court concerning that traditional 
separation by stating: 
Our Supreme Court observed in State v. Jesser, 95 Idaho 43, 50, 501 P.2d 727, 
734 (1972), that there has been an "evolved tradition against enforcing contractual 
obligations through the criminal law." 
The Henninger court continued to paraphrase the Supreme Court in stating, "The reasons 
for this tradition include 'the improbability of preventing honest insolvency by threat of 





convictions by hindsight, the futility of imposing imprisoning a debtor unable to pay, and the 
concept that the seller or lender must select and accept his risks."' In Hem1inger, the court found 
that the theft prosecution in that case involved only the last of the foregoing reasons for the 
rule-that a seller must be prepared to accept his risks. 
In this present case involving defendant's contractual relationship with the DARE/PAL 
corporation, the reason for applying the rule is the highlighted one above-the danger of 
obtaining unjust convictions by hindsight. That is exactly what is being encountered in this 
case. After being the Manager of the DARE/PAL program to everyone's total satisfaction for 13 
years, the County Prosecutor has now decided through his hindsight and that of the Sheriffs 
Department to prosecute defendant for theft because, due to "Blaine County Hindsight", he 
does not like the degree of authority defendant was given in the corporation or the way defendant 
ran the program, especially with bestowing benefits upon himself as compensation for directing 
all the program events during those years. But the County Prosecutor held no position of 
authority with the corporation and has no say in how the corporation was to be managed or to 
what degree the Manager of the corporation was to be compensated. The County Prosecutor is 
not authorized to make those decisions. 
The foregoing "evolved tradition against enforcing contractual obligations through the 
criminal law," also finds support in the Idaho Constitution and recent caselaw in Idaho. In the 
Owen case, cited herein on page 18, the court pointed out that Article 1, Section 15 of the Idaho 
Constitution provides that, "there shall be no imprisonment for debt in this state except in cases 
of fraud." The Owen decision then stated that "This provision is intended to prohibit 
imprisonment over disputes which are contractual in nature." 93 5 P .2d 183, at 191. The 
Johnson case, cited above on page 20 (and cited in defendant's original Pretrial Memorandum 
24 
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filed herein), also cited the Owen decision for the same Idaho Constitution provision" ... intended 
to prohibit imprisonment over disputes which are contractual in nature." 326 P.3d 361, at 366. 
Based on the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the prosecution of this case has 
been misguided from the beginning, from the wrongful charging of six counts of Misuse of 
Public Funds through the current prosecution for Theft by Unauthorized Control, and as 
modified to include traditional Theft by Wrongful Taking, which is in clear violation of the 
parties' charging agreement. The prosecution is being pursued in spite of there being no readily 
available caselaw to support such a course, and no statutory authority to limit the written 
authority bestowed upon defendant as the Manager of the corporation. This case is a product of 
hindsight by County officials and should not be allowed to continue by the court, in violation of 
Idaho's provisions against using the criminal laws to resolve disputes which are contractual in 
nature. The defense therefore requests that the court grant the Motion To Dismiss This Criminal 
Action to serve the ends of justice. 





State v. Schiermeier 
Defendant's Proposed Instruction-Civil liability for corporate officers. 
Authority-LC. Sec. 30-30-623-Standards of Conduct For Officers; Fitzpatrick v. FDIC, 765 F.2d 569, 578 
(Footnote 3) (6th Cir. 1985). 
Idaho statutes governing officers in non-profit corporations require an officer having 
discretionary authority to discharge his duties in good faith, with the care an ordinarily prudent person 
in like position would exercise under similar circumstances, and in a manner the officer reasonably 
believes to be in the best interests of the corporation and its members. Such statutes protect such an 
officer from civil liability if he acts in compliance with such standards of conduct, but leave him open to 
civil liability if he fails to so act. Such statutes have no application to criminal laws and do not set forth 
the standards of conduct that officers must obey in order to avoid criminal liability for crime. Criminal 
liability of a corporate officer is governed by separate statutes as set forth fully in these instructions, and 
you are instructed that the civil standards of conduct for officers are not to be considered in evaluating 
whether a corporate officer has committed a crime. That determination is to be made solely on the 
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COMES NOW, J.O. Nicholson III, of the firm NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, 
PLLC and verifies and moves the Court for an Order allowing J.O. Nicholson III and 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIQUEZ, PLLC to not require local counsel to review lead 
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Counsel Tom Green's pleadings. Additionally, it is requested that local counsel be allowed to 
appear telephonically at the October 3, 2017 hearing. 
J.O. Nicholson III, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
1. I am an attorney of record and local counsel for the Defendant in this action. Tom 
Green is lead counsel in this matter. Tom Oreel1 was present at trial and I was not present per . 
lead counsel and client's request. I am not knowledgeable of the particulars of the trial because I 
was not present and would be unable to verify the particulars contained in lead counsel's 
pleadings. 
2. I met with the Defendant at the Twin Falls County Jail this morning. He once 
again has requested that I no longer work on his case. He reiterated that he wishes to have a 
public defender appointed to assist him from this point forwatd. He has indicated to me that he 
has no ability to pay attorney bills. He also indicated that he has.no job at this time and has no 
source of income. 
3. I explained that currently I am required to review pleadings that Tom Green 
submits to my office. He indicated that he has no ability to pay attorney fees at this time and has 
requested that I no longer be required to review Tom Green's pleadings. I join in this request as 
well. 
4. The Defendant again requested that I ask the court to appoint a public defender to 
represent him. He also again requested that the public defender assist him at sentencing and his 
appeal. 
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5. Lastly, he requested that I appear J:>y phone for the motion hearing next week to 
avoid any further attorney fees. 
DATED this ~ay of September, 2017. 
NICHOLSON MIGLIURI RODRIGUEZ, PLLC 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 2,"'a'ay of September, 2017. 
JOSEPl-l C. RODRIGUEZ 
Notary Public 
State of Idaho 
~(}TYPUBLICF~O 
Residing at: ·-r"Z,..J 1;... (.::;. I l,,r, .I:/) 
My Commission Expires: ·3 ·- / - / 9 · 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Telephone: {208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
SEP 2 9 2017 
Jo.tynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Blaine Coun Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S OBJECTION TO THE 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS 
CRIMINAL ACTION PURSUANT TO 
LC.R. 48(a)(2) 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, by and through Matthew Fredback, Blaine County Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, submits the following Objection to the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss 
Criminal Action Pursuant to LC.R. 48(a)(2). The grounds for the State's objection to the 
Defendant's Motion are set forth in the memorandum below. 
This Court heard all the evidence and arguments of counsel during the jury trial in this 
matter. The Defendant provided a long summary of his version of the facts. While the State 
objects to the Defendant's characterization of the evidence at trial, more importantly the Defendant 
improperly speculates to the jury's deliberations and continues in personal attacks against the State 
and the Court. Rather than recite the more accurate facts presented to the jury, the State would 
rely on the evidence before the Court at trial. 
In this memorandum the State has attempted to separate the legal issues presented and 
addresses them in tum below. First, the Defendant argues that the facts in evidence are insufficient 
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to sustain a conviction. The proper authority for this argument is Idaho Criminal Rule 29. The 
Defendant initially filed this motion citing, I.C.R. 29, before withdrawing the motion for being 
untimely. Now, the Defendant has filed the present motion citing Idaho Criminal Rule 48(a)(2), 
which provides that the Court rnay dismiss a criminal action "for any other reason if the court 
concludes that dismissal will serve the ends of justice and the effective administration of the court's 
business." The Defendant then provided the sarne rnernorandurn for the previously filed untimely 
motion. 
First, in determining whether sufficient evidence exists to sustain a conviction, the Court 
should look to the standard for I.C.R. 29. The Idaho Supreme Court recited how to determine 
whether there is sufficient evidence to sustain a conviction in State v. Adamcik, 152 Idaho 445, 
460 (2012). "The relevant inquiry is not whether this Court would find the Defendant to be guilty 
beyond a reasonable doubt, but whether 'after viewing the evidence in the light rnost favorable to 
the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime 
beyond a reasonable doubt." 
Contrary to the Defendant's argument, there is substantial evidence in the record upon 
which a jury could reasonably conclude beyond a reasonable doubt, that the Defendant was guilty 
of Grand Theft. The evidence presented to the jury began with a description of the DARE/PAL 
program, including the purpose of the program, when and what events took place, and generally it 
was run. Next, witnesses at trial described how and why DARE/PAL INC. was set up as a 
corporation, the authority of those involved in the program, and how it was funded. The Defendant 
took complete and absolute control over the program in 2009. At that tirne and over the next six 
years, DARE/PAL was well funded by the Blaine County Sheriff's Office as well as private 
donations. There was significant evidence presented to the jury on the crux issue; what authority 
did the Defendant have to spend DARE/PAL Corporation's money? The state presented evidence 
that the Defendant was limited by the Articles of Incorporation and the By-laws to spend money 
on behalf or in furtherance of the purposes of the DARE/PAL program. There was evidence that 
the Defendant mislead the accountant, Mary Kirn Deffe, by lying about the DARE/PAL purchases 
and cash, and what they were being used for. There was evidence that the Defendant lied to his 
supervisor Lt. Bryan Carpita on the accounting ofDARE/P AL activities and how the corporation's 
money was spent. Finally, the State presented significant evidence of how DARE/PAL INC. funds 
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were spent by the Defendant. The evidence present to the jury was certainly sufficient to convict 
the Defendant for Grand Theft. 
The first ten pages of the Defendant's memorandum sets forth the very defenses argued to 
the jury. First, the Defendant had the authority to use the corporation's money for himself. The 
jury rejected the Defendant's argument. Yet, the Defendant continues to claim that the U.S. Bank 
document that allows the Defendant to be a signer on the corporate account provided total authority 
to use the DARE/PAL INC. account for himself. The jury also rejected the Defendant's contention 
that the purchases made on the DARE/PAL INC. account was for a legitimate archery program, 
video making or viewing for middle school students. These were arguments that the jury 
considered, without limitation from the Court, and the jury decided. It is inappropriate for the 
court to second guess the jury in the context of a Idaho Criminal Rule 48(a)(2) motion to dismiss. 
The Defense memorandum also provides a new argument by the Defendant that he was 
authorized to compensate himself for his role as a director of DARE/PAL INC. Again, it is 
inappropriate for the Defense to bring new defenses in a post-trial motion in order to support a 
dismissal of the criminal case. Furthermore, the evidence before the jury in the By-Laws of 
DARE/PAL INC., specifically state in Article V, paragraph 6. "no compensation shall be paid to 
any officers of the corporation." 
Most of the remainder of the Defense's argument is centered on the two defense theories 
that have been argued ad nauseam and rejected, either by the Court and/or the jury. First, that this 
case is civil and not criminal. Second, the Defendant was authorized by DARE/PAL INC. when 
he withdrew thousands of dollars of cash and purchased merchandise for personal use. 
I. The Court properly prevented the Defense from introducing evidence regarding civil 
liability in a criminal trial. 
The Defense's first issue is essentially that the Court violated the Defendant's due process 
by not permitting the Defense from arguing that this case is civil rather than criminal. At trial the 
Defendant attempted to argue that the Defendant's withdrawal of thousands of dollars of 
DARE/PAL funds for his personal use was only a civil matter, with civil remedies. That State 
objected that such argument is irrelevant. Relevant evidence is "evidence having any tendency to 
make the existence of any fact that is of consequence to the determination of the action more 
probable or less probable than it would be without the evidence." I.R.E. 401. Whether the 
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Defendant's actions violated civil law does not have any consequence to the determination of the 
action, i.e. whether he committed grand theft. 
In addition, whether the Defendant's action subjected the Defendant to any civil liability is 
not simply an issue of fact. It involves an issue of law, and law that was never provided to the 
jury. Civil liability is irrelevant to whether the Defendant committed a crime under the grand theft 
statute. The jury was not seated to determine civil liability. Moreover, whether the Defendant was 
civilly liable and whether he committed a crime is not mutually exclusive. Crimes often have civil 
implications. Therefore, whether this criminal case has civil implications is completely irrelevant. 
The jury was instructed the crime of grand theft, not civil conversion. He was charged with 
stealing, not violating his standards as a director of the corporation. Any argument that the case is 
civil is irrelevant to what the jury was required to decide. 
Even if the Defendant could properly claim that the Defendant's civil liability was of some 
relevance, the evidence should be excluded because it would only confuse the jury under I.R.E. 
403. Idaho Evidence Rule 403 provides "Although relevant, evidence may be excluded if its 
probative value is substantially outweighed by the danger of unfair prejudice, confusion of the 
issues, or misleading the jury, or by considerations of undue delay, waste of time, or needless 
presentation of cumulative evidence." Evidence regarding civil liability was not the issue the jury 
was required to determine, and therefore this evidence would only confuse the issues before the 
jury. The jury would not know how to use this evidence with respect to the criminal jury 
instructions. 
II. The Court properly refused to instruct the jury regarding civil liability for corporate 
officers. 
The Defendant argues that the Court erred by failing to instruct the jury as requested in 
Defendant's Exhibit A. The law regarding jury instructions provides that when a defendant 
requests an instruction, the statute requires a two-prong analysis. First, the trial court must 
determine if the theory presented in the instruction applies to the case. Second, the trial court must 
then determine if the instruction is a correct statement of the law. State v. Eastman, 122 Idaho 87, 
90, 831 P .2d 555, 558 (1992). 
The Defendant's proposed jury instruction fails under the first prong. The civil standards 
of conduct provided for in LC. 30-30-632, provide for the standards for which an officer or director 
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of a corporation must discharge his duties. First, the Defendant is not charged with violating his 
standards as a director or officer. Second, this jury instruction doesn't apply to the case, and it 
says so in the jury instruction. The proposed jury instruction basically sets forth the civil standards 
of officers in a corporation and then provides that the standards have no application in a criminal 
case. It interjects the issue of civil liability that the jury is not asked to determine. It defies reason 
to instruct a jury on law that they are not supposed to consider, and then tell them not to consider 
the law. 
III. The Court properly prevented the Defense Expert from testifying as to matters oflaw. 
Shortly before trial, the Defendant disclosed a witness George Breitsarneter to testify. 
While never disclosed as an expert, at trial it became clear that the Defendant intended to use Mr. 
Breitsameter as an expert. Because the Defendant failed to comply with the discovery rules 
regarding expert testimony, the Defendant offered to have Mr. Breitsameter testify outside the 
presence of the jury as an offer of proof. Mr. Breitsameter testified that in his opinion the issues 
before the jury were civil rather than criminal in nature. The State objected to such testimony, and 
the Court declined to allow Mr. Breitsameter to render this opinion to the jury. The Defense then 
told the Court that if Mr. Breitsameter was precluded from testifying to this opinion, he would not 
call him as a witness. Subsequently, Mr. Breitsameter was excused and never called to testify at 
trial. The Defendant now claims that the Court erred in preventing the expert from testifying that 
the case was civil rather than criminal. 
Admission of expert testimony is governed by Idaho Evidence Rule 702, which states, "If 
scientific, technical, or other specialized knowledge will assist the trier of fact to understand the 
evidence or to determine a fact in issue, a witness qualified as an expert by knowledge, skill, 
experience, training, or education, may testify thereto in the form of an opinion or otherwise." The 
question here is whether an expert opinion that a matter is civil rather than criminal would assist 
the trier of fact to understand the evidence or determine a fact in issue. Mr. Breitsarneter's opinion 
would not help determine a fact in issue. His proposed testimony was legal conclusion, reserved 
for the judge in deciding the law for the benefit of the jury. 
The State was unable to find any authority in Idaho on this issue. However, the Ninth 
Circuit has recognized experts may not testify regarding "matters oflaw." Aguilar v. International 
Longshoremen 's Union Local No. 10, 966 F.2d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 1992 (citing Marx v. Diners 
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Club, Inc., 550 F.2d 505, 509 (2d Cir. 1977)(expert testimony consisting of legal conclusions 
regarding existence of contract or meaning of its terms not admissible.) The 5th Circuit, in Owen 
v. Kerr-McGee Corp, 698 F.2d 236, 239 5th Cir. 1983), discussed expert testimony on legal matters 
and reviewed Federal Rule of Evidence 704. The federal rule is similar to Idaho Rule of Evidence 
704, and states "an opinion is not objectionable because it embraces an ultimate issue." Fed. R. 
Evid. 704. The Owen court cited the Advisory committee that it is "clear that questions which 
would merely allow the witness to tell the jury what result to reach are not permitted. Nor is the 
rule intended to allow a witness to give legal conclusions." Owen, at 239-240. 
In another 5th Circuit case, the Court inAskanase v. Fatjo, 130 F.3d 657, 672-73 (5th Cir. 
1997), reviewed an issue similar to the present case where the appellant attempted to call an expert 
to render an opinion on whether officers and directors fulfilled their fiduciary duties. The Court 
decided that attorneys may testify as to legal matters when those matters involve questions of fact. 
Id. at 672. However, when it comes to the law, only the judge makes the decisions. Id. In 
explaining the distinction, the Court cited Specht v. Jensen, 853 F.2d 805, 807 (10th, Cir 1988), 
and stated ''while experts could give their opinions on ultimate issues, our legal system reserves to 
the trial judge the role of deciding the law for the benefit of the jury. Id. at 808-09. Moreover, 
allowing attorneys to testify to matters of law would be harmful to the jury. Id. at 809. First, the 
jury would be very susceptible to adopting the expert's conclusion rather making its own decision. 
There is a certain mystique about the word "expert" and once the jury hears of the attorney's 
experience and expertise, it might think the witness even more reliable than the judge. Id. Second, 
if an expert witness were allowed to testify to legal questions, each party would find an expert who 
would state the law in the light most favorable to its position. Such differing opinions as to what 
the law is would only confuse the jury." Id. 
The Askanase court was then required to decide whether the proposed expert testimony 
was a factual or legal opinion. The proposed expert's testimony was the "officers and directors 
had fulfilled their fiduciary duties to the Company, its creditors, and shareholders. If not, how and 
to what extent did [they] breach their fiduciary duties." Id. at 673. The Court found this to be a 
legal opinion and was inadmissible. "Whether the officers and directors breached their fiduciary 
duties is an issue for the trier of fact to decide. It is not for [ the expert] to tell the trier of fact what 
to decide." Id. 
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In the present case, Mr. Breitsameter's opinion was similar to the expert's in Askanase. 
And for the same reasons, Mr. Breitsameter's opinion was inadmissible. The proffered opinion 
would allow the witness to tell the jury what result to reach, which is not permitted. Finally, the 
proposed testimony was legal and not factual. Whether Schiermeier's actions were criminal or 
civil is an issue for the trier of fact to decide. Not for Mr. Breitsameter to tell the trier of fact what 
to decide. 
IV. The Court properly instructed the jury as to alternative ways of committing grand theft. 
Another argument made by the Defendant multiple times during trial and rejected was that 
the Defendant and the State had an agreement that somehow prevented the jury from finding 
alternate ways of committing grand theft. On March 21st, 2017, the Defendant was arraigned on 
an Information filed by the State. The Information is attached as State's Exhibit 1. At that hearing 
the State filed a single count of grand theft. Also, the State agreed not to amend the Information, 
nor file additional charges. The Defendant waived any objection to the filing of the Information, 
waived his right to have the Information read to him, and waived his right to a preliminary hearing. 
The original Information filed was never amended and the Defendant went to trial on that charging 
document. 
The Information in part alleges that the Defendant ''wrongfully took, obtained or withheld 
money." The Information further alleges that the Defendant exercised unauthorized control over 
lawful money exceeding one thousand dollars ($1,000). The Information also includes the manner 
in which the state alleges the Defendant committed the crime, by withdrawing money and 
purchasing merchandise from the DARE/PAL INC. account for personal use. 
The State's Information properly notified the Defendant of the nature of the charges and 
the manner in which they were committed. The State alleged alternate theories under which the 
Defendant committed the crime of Grand Theft. The Defendant's argument that the State only 
charged theft by unauthorized control fails on a simple reading of the information. 
Because the State charged alternate methods of committing grand theft, the jury 
instructions included both ways. The both standard jury instructions, ICJI 542A Grand Theft and 
ICJI 551, Theft by Unauthorized Control or Transfers were provided to the jury as Instruction No. 
20. Both jury instructions include the language charged in the Information. There is no variance 
between the charging document and the jury instructions. 
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Instructing the jury in the alternative ways to commit theft is allowed for by Idaho Code 
18-2409, which provides for Pleading and Proof in theft cases. It reads as follows: 
(1) Where it is an element of the crime charged that property was taken from the 
person or obtained by extortion, an indictment, complaint or information for theft 
must so specify. In all other cases, an indictment, information or complaint for theft 
is sufficient if it alleges that the defendant stole property of the nature or value 
required for the commission of the crime charged without designating the particular 
way or manner in which such property was stolen or the particular theory of theft 
involved. 
(2) Proof that the defendant engaged in any conduct constituting theft as defined in 
section 18-2403, Idaho Code, is sufficient to support any indictment, information 
or complaint for theft other than one charging theft by extortion. An indictment, 
complaint or information charging theft by extortion must be supported by proof 
establishing theft by extortion. 
In addition, ICJI 555 applies when different forms of theft are charged, and was provided 
to this jury as Instruction No. 21. It read: 
There are different forms of Theft, depending upon the manner in which the theft 
was committed. The Defendant Chad Schiermeier is charged in Count I with the 
theft of money in excess of$1,000. The State alleges that such theft was committed 
either by wrongfully taking, obtaining or withholding property or money, or by 
unauthorized control. If you are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt and 
unanimously agree that the Defendant committed the crime of Theft, you should 
find the Defendant guilty. You are not required to agree as to which particular form 
of theft the Defendant committed. 
This is an accurate statement of the law. It also is precisely the language included in the 
charging document. The Defendant's claim that he was unaware how the State was alleging the 
Defendant committed theft is beyond comprehension. The State filed the Information four months 
prior to trial. The Information provides for each way the State alleged the Defendant committed 
the crime of Theft. The State filed proposed jury instructions in advance of trial, including both 
methods of grand theft. The Idaho Criminal Code provides for alternate ways to prove theft. 
Idaho's stock jury instructions include ICJI 555 which was provided to the Defense in advance. 
There was no variance between the charging document and jury instructions, and the bald 
statement that the Defendant was misled or embarrassed in preparation or presentation of his 
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defense, is insufficient to make it so. There can be no valid argument that the Defendant was not 
provided proper notice of the nature and cause of the charge. 
V. There is ample evidence of each material element of the offense for a reasonable mind 
to determine to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt that the Defendant is guilty. 
Again, the Defendant argues that he had authority to divert thousands of dollars from 
DARE/PAL INC. 's bank account for his personal use. The Defendant continues to argue that the 
bank document allowing the Defendant to be a signer on the account provided unlimited authority 
to take money and/or property for his personal use. This argument was made to the jury, and the 
jury decided the Defendant was not authorized. The Defendant's authority was a question for the 
jury, and one the jury decided. There is no new argument set forth in the Defendant's 
memorandum that hasn't been addressed, and it is not necessary for the State to repeat these 
arguments. 
The only new argument made by the Defendant is that there was no evidence that he knew 
that he acted without authority. This argument fails because it completely ignores the facts and 
evidence presented to the jury at trial. The State admitted and published to the jury a recorded 
interview with Lt. Carpita. In that interview, the Defendant stated repeatedly that he knew that he 
was not authorized to use money for personal use. He said he knew the DARE/PAL INC. money 
was for the kids involved in the program. He said he would not have made personal purchases 
because he knew it was not his money, it was DARE/PAL INC.'s money. At the time of the 
interview, the Defendant simply denied making the purchases, and not that he was authorized to 
do so. Indeed, the Defendant's statements show that the Defendant knew he did not have the 
authority to spend DARE/PAL INC. funds on himself. Also, evidence that the Defendant actively 
misled the accountant, Mary Kim Deffe, by failing to report how he was spending DARE/PAL 
INC.'s money. His attempt to conceal his theft is evidence that he knew he was without 
authorization. Therefore, the evidence before the jury was sufficient to prove the Defendant knew 
he was not authorized by the owner to take DARE/PAL IN C's money. 
VI. DARE/PAL INC. was the owner of the property that was embezzled by the Defendant 
Finally, the Defendant's last argument and supplemental memorandum both claim that the 
state failed to prove that DARE/PAL INC. was the owner of the embezzled money. This argument 
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is nothing more than another desperate attempt to claim that the Defendant had authority to 
embezzle money from DARE/PAL INC. 
The Defendant argues that because he had authority to act on behalf of DARE/PAL INC., 
DARE/PAL INC. he had no right to the corporation's money superior to that of the Defendant. 
DARE/PAL INC. is the sole owner of its money, held in DARE/PAL INC. 's US bank account. 
The Defendant had authority to spend DARE/PAL INC. 's money on behalf of the corporation. 
Contrary to the Defendant's argument, this grant of authority did not make the Defendant an 
owner. The evidence at trial was that DARE/PAL INC., the owner, did not give permission for 
the Defendant to take money for personal use. Instead, the evidence was that the grant of authority 
by way of the Articles of Incorporation and the By-laws, allowed the Defendant to act on behalf 
of the corporation. DARE/PAL INC. never relinquished possessory rights to its money. Indeed, 
the money was entrusted to the Defendant while acting in the capacity of a director of the 
corporation for a specified purpose. The definition of embezzlement is when "a person who has 
lawful possession of the property of another, with fraudulent intent, appropriate the property to his 
own use." State v. Stricklin, 136 Idaho 264 (Ct. App. 2001). 
The Defendant argues that State v. Henninger, 130 Idaho 638 (Ct. App. 1997), State v. 
Bennett, 150 Idaho 278 (2010), and State v. Johnson, 156 Idaho 359 (Ct. App. 2014) support his 
argument that DARE/PAL INC. did not retain possessory rights to the property when the 
Defendant exercised unauthorized control. The Defendant's reliance is misplaced. In each of these 
cases the Court was addressing the sale of goods. With the sale of goods there is an intended 
transfer of ownership, and therefore the buyer and seller have specific legal rights. In each of these 
cases, the owner intended to sell property and transferred possession of the property to the 
Defendant, thereby relinquishing possessory rights. When the deal fell apart, the seller claimed 
that the buyer committed theft by not following through with the plan. The Courts found that the 
seller did not regain superior possessory rights after voluntary relinquishment of the property. The 
seller is no longer an owner in terms of the theft statute, and the remedy is in civil court. 
Here, DARE/PAL INC., never relinquished its superior possessory rights to the Defendant. 
DARE/PAL INC., never lost its status as the owner of its property. Instead, DARE/PAL INC., 
retained its ownership status of its money and merely authorized the Defendant to act on its behalf 
Therefore, the cases cited above are inapposite. An owner may authorize a person to have lawful 
possession of property for a specified use. That permission does not relinquish all ownership of 
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the property to the entrusted person. In this case, DARE/PAL INC. 's authorization permitting 
Defendant to use money on behalf of the corporation did not relinquish ownership of all 
DARE/PAL INC. funds. 
Conclusion 
The Defendant has failed to support any reason why this Court should grant a dismissal of 
this case. The arguments provided in his Memorandum merely continue to argue facts and law 
that has been repeatedly rejected. There is nothing new for the Court to decide. Instead, the 
Defendant has continued to levy personal attacks against the State, its motives, and the manner in 
which it prosecuted this case. This argument has no place in the determination of the present issue 
nor the criminal case. Moreover, the Defense continues to claim that this case is in some way 
unique or complex, because it involves a director stealing from a corporation. This contention is 
an attempt to confuse what is a relatively simple definition of the crime of embezzlement, which 
is when a person who has lawful possession of the property of another, with fraudulent intent, 
appropriates the property to his own use. That is precisely what the Defendant did in this case. 
He had lawful possession of the property of DARE/PAL INC., and knowing he was unauthorized, 
appropriated nearly eighty five thousand dollars ($85,000) to himsel£ The ends of justice will be 
served by the denial of Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and proceed to sentencing. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ___ day of September, 2017, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated below, 
and addressed to each of the following: 
J.G. Nicholson III, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ Telecopy 
Janis Nelson, Felony Legal Secretary 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue South Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
INFORMATION 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 7, by this Information 
charges the Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, with the following felony offense: 
COUNT ONE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January, 2009, up to and 
including December, 2015, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, did wrongfully take, 
and/or obtain, and/or withhold, and/or exercise unauthorized control over, lawful money of 
the United States, with an aggregate value In excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00), 
from the owner, Blaine County D.A.R.E/P.A.L., INC., with the intent to deprive another of 
property, and/or to appropriate to himsetf certain property of another, and/or to appropriate 
to a third person certain property of another, to-wit: through a common scheme or plan did 
INFORMATION :')TATES :-::n qi::,1-,;'· 
--·-·- ', __ \ "'--··-~-~ 
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unlawfully, and without authority, withdraw monies from US Bank account number XXXX-
8338 by cash, and/or check withdrawals, and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa 
debit card number XXXX-7161 and/or XXXX-1876, from an account exclusively for the use 
of the Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC., to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw 
money for his personal use where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed 
one thousand dollars ($1000.00), in violation of Idaho Code §§ 18-2403(1 ), 18-
2407(1)(b)(1), 18-2408(2)(a) GRAND THEFT, a FELONY. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such cases made and provided 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Dated this ?- \ day of March, 2017. 
INFORMATION 
//d¼QQ_ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this e5/_~ day of March, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.G. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
INFORMATION 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ 9vernight Mail 
~elecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail .. /J 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2nd Avenue South Suite 100 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
INFORMATION 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 7, by this Information 
charges the Defendant CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, with the following felony offense: 
COUNT ONE 
That the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, on or about January, 2009, up to and 
including December, 2015, in the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, did wrongfully take, 
and/or obtain, and/or withhold, and/or exercise unauthorized control over, lawful money of 
the United States, with an aggregate value in excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00), 
from the owner, Blaine County D.A.R.E/P.A.L., INC., with the intent to deprive another of 
property, and/or to appropriate to himself certain property of another, and/or to appropriate 
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unlawfully, and without authority, withdraw monies from US Bank account number XXXX-
8338 by cash, and/or check withdrawals, and/or the use of a financial transaction card, Visa 
debit card number XXXX-7161 and/or XXXX-1876, from an account exclusively for the use 
of the Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC., to purchase merchandise and/or withdraw 
money for his personal use where the aggregate amounts of the separate incidents exceed 
one thousand dollars ($1000.00), in violation of Idaho Code §§ 18-2403(1 ), 18-
2407(1 )(b)(1 ), 18-2408(2)(a) GRAND THEFT, a FELONY. 
All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such cases made and provided 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Dated this 1?. \ day of March, 2017. 
INFORMATION 
~~@ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this A/fl day of March, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
J.G. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303-0528 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek Road 
Casper, Wyoming 82601-6600 
INFORMATION 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ 9vernight Mail 
~elecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail .. /J 
~elecopy~~ 
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IN THE:OISTRfCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IOAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER REQUIRING COUNSEL J.O. 
NICHOLSON 111, ESQ. TO BE 
PRESENT AT MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW HEARING 
The Court, having considered the Motion To .Require Counsel J.O. Nicholson Ill 
lo Be Present At Motioo To Withdraw Hearing filed herein, and good cause appearing 
therefor, HEREBY ORDERS that local counsel, J.O. Nicholson Ill, be present at the 
Motion For Leave OfCourt For Defendant's Attorney Pro Hae Vice,and Local Counsel To 
Withdraw Af,. LearJ Counsel And For The Appointment Of The Public Defender To 
ReprE}sent Defendant As New, Lead Counsel For Sentencing hearing on October 3rd, 
20·11, at2:0Qp.m. ..,__, 
OATEDtfns ,2~ .... dayofSeptemberi 2017. 
, . Judge 
OROEfUiEOUllltNG COUNSEL J;O. NICHOLSON III iO BE PRESENT AT THE;, MO"l'lON TO WrtHORAW 
HEA~ING • Pase 1 . 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this _zfj_ day of September, 2017. J caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
219 1st Avenue. South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2ses:Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tom1aw307@gmail.com 
J.O. Nicho1$0n m, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
jon@tyvinfaHslegal.com 
_ U.S. Mail,, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail .1 _:i... ::re1eeepy ~, 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail J 
_x_ ~ I 
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue S., Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 




Jolynn Drage, Clerk District 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT DEFENDANT 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order requiring that the Blaine 
County Sheriff's Department shall transport the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
from the Twin Falls County Jail to the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue South, 
Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the District Court hearing scheduled before the Court 
on the 3rd day of October, 2017, at 2:00 p.m. Upon conclusion of this hearing, the 
Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported back to the Twin Falls County 
Jail for detention at that fajlity. 
DATED this d?,) day of October, 2017. 
M'2tred£~~ &-
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
po£, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this d day of October, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208-736-4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Thomas R. Green, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, Wyoming 82601 
tomlaw307@gmail.com 
J.O. Nicholson Ill, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0528 
jon@twinfallslegal.com 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
~elecopy 




_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
__0elecopy/email 
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Hand Delivered 
_ 9)ternight Mail 
_v'f elecopy/email 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUOiCtAL OJSTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR~2016~3203 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT 
DEFENDANT 
The Court. having consJdered the State's Motion to Transport Defendant filed 
herein. and good cause appearing therefor, it is hereby ordered that the Blaine County 
Sheriff's Office shall transport the defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, from the Twin 
Falls County Jail to Blaine County District Court in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, f daho, for his appearance at the hearing scheduled on the 17111 day 
of October, 2017, at the hour of 1:30 p.m. After said hearing the defendant. CHAD R. 
SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported from Blaine County District Court to Twin Falls 
County Jail. 
DATED this+ day of October, 2017. 
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CERTIFICATF; QE SERVICE 
t HEREBY CERTiFY that on this lP day of October1 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indiaated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attomey\; Offlee 
2191 st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208~736 .. 4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Haney, Idaho 83333 
Cheri Hicks1 Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Haileyl ID 83333 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid I Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Malt 
_ Telecopy 








L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
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Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
COURT MINUTES 
CR-2016-0003203 
State of Idaho vs. Chad Schiermeier 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 10/3/2017 
Time: 2:17 pm 
Judge: Jonathan P. Brody 
Courtroom: District Courtroom-judicial Bldg 
Court reporter: Susan Israel 
Minutes Clerk: Crystal Rigby 
Tape Number: DC 
Defense Attorney: Thomas Green, Jon Nicholson 
Prosecutor: Jim Thomas, Matthew Fredback 
Counsel present, Def. present in custody. 
Court introduces the case. 
Mr. Green addresses the motion to withdraw and appoint a public defender with 
prohac admission. 
Court comments on concerns with a public defender and a prohac vice counsel. 
Mr. Green responds the Defs second choice would be to have a public defender 
without Mr. Greens assistance. 
Mr. Nicholson addresses the motion to withdraw and have a public defender 
appointed. 
Court inquires from the State. 
State(Fredback) objects due to the timing of the motion to withdraw. 
Court comments. 
State responds regarding being competent to represent the Def. at sentencing. 
Mr. Green responds. 
Court inquires. 
Mr. Nicholson responds- Def. no longer want him to represent. 




Mr. Green objects to any answer regarding ethical issue. 
Court comments. CR-2016 -3203 
CMIN 
Court Minutes 




Def. does not wish to have Mr. Nicholson represent him. 
2.46 Court grants the motion to withdraw, Mr. Green's status is revoked. Will 
appoint a public defender. 
Mr. Green clarifies that the Def. wished for Mr. Green to argue the motions. 
Court responds that the motion to withdraw has been granted and therefore it is 
now up to the PD to review those motions and bring a hearing. 
2.51 Court sets Status 10/17 /17 at 1:30pm 
2.52 State (Fred back) inquires about discovery being turned over to the PD 
Court homes there is cooperation to turn over discovery. 
2.53 Recess 
COURT MINUTES 2 
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09/06/2017 12:20 vaiessa Grieve P.002/003 
Request for Approval/Judge's Proposed Order 
Directions: FIil out the form below, and present both the signed Request for Approval and proposed Order 
to the presiding Judge's office. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 6 ~UDICl~L DISTRICT . 
oF THE sTATE aF mAHo, 1N AND FOR THE cauN1Y oF t3-k'a.1n --e 
s:\JJ$(bhJJJ 
PLAINTIFF(S 
v(i;, ad ScA 11. (Yl1t#~ 
OEFENOANT(S} ) 
) REQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL TO 
) VIDEO/AUDIO RECORD, BROADCAST OR 
) PHOTOGRAPH A COURT PROCEEDING 
) 
~ ~eby request approval to: 
(71-Yldeo/audio record [ ] broadcast [ ) photograph the following court proceeding: 
I have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules permitting cameras In the courtroom, and wlll 
comply In all respects with the provisions of that rule, and will also make certain that all other persons 
frorn my organization participating In video or audio recording or broadcasting or photographing of the 
court proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules and will comply in 1111 
respects with the provlstons of that rule. 
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09/06/2017 12:20 vaiessa Grieve 
ORDER 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho court 
Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to video/audio record the above heating Is: 
. . .. . J l GRANTE~ under the follQwlng .. restrlctlons In addition to those set-forth In Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
~mlnlstrath,e Rules: . . .. .. . . . . 
[ J DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to broadcast the above hearing ls: 
P.003/003 
[ l GRANTED under the following restrictions In addition to those set forth In Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Admtnlstrattve Rules: 
[ ] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules, her.eby orders that permission to photograph the above hearing Is: 
( l GRANTED under the following restrictions In addition to those set forth In Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules: 
[ ] DENIED. 
All Images and audio rec:ordlngs c:aptured fn the courtroom, Whether before, during or after the actual 
court proceedings, by any pool phot<>srapher or video and broadcast carnera operator shall be shared 
with other m~ -~., required by RUle45 of the ldla tourtAdmlnf 
DATEDthls ' dayof CYceMb .~ 
REQUEST TO OBTAIN Al>PkOVAl TO VIPEO/AUDIO RECORD, BROADCAST, OR PHOTOSRAPH A COURT l"ROC'EEDING Pq1 2 
~~ J\\N\~ - ~Q.~ 
1v\,WJ.L~ 6v~-~ 




OCT - 4 2017 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. CR-2016-3203 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
ORDER ON WITHDRAW AND REVOKING PRO-HAC VICE STATUS 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 44.1 and based on the discussion stated on the 
record on 10/03/2017, leave to withdraw is granted for Mr. John Nicholson and to Mr. 
Thomas Green. Additionally, because leave to withdraw is granted to Mr. John 
Nicholson, the Pro-Hae Vice Status of Mr. Thomas Green is hereby rescinded and both 
attorneys are withdrawn from the case. 
DATED this- 3-}, , 2017. 
District Judge 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 4th of October 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document, by U.S. 
Mail and addressed to each of the following 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
219 1st Avenue S. Ste 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Thomas R. Green 
2898 Garden Creek 
Casper, WY 82601 
J.O. Nicholson Ill 
PO Box 528 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
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1410 Evergreen Drive 




Fifth Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Blaine 
201 2nd Avenue South, Suite 106 














Case No: CR-2016-0003203 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of Chad Schiermeier, and it appearing to be a proper case, 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that an attorney be appointed through the: 
Public Defender's Office 
Cheri Hicks 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey ID 83333 
(208) 788-0224 
Public Defender for the County of Blaine, State of Idaho, a duly licensed attorney in the State of Idaho, is hereby 
appointed to represent said Defendant, Chad Schiermeier, in all proceedings in the above-entitled case. 
The Defendant is further advised that he/she may be required to reimburse the Court for all or part of the cost of 
court appointed counsel. 





Order Appointing Public Defender CR-2016--3203 
ORPD 





Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue S., Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
FlLE[j~ ~:~.-~ 
~CT 05 2~17_] 
Jolynn Drage, C/erK D1strtc: 
Court Biaine County, Id"·"· 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT DEFENDANT 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order requiring that the Blaine 
County Sheriff's Department shall transport the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
from the Twin Falls County Jail to the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue South, 
Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the District Court hearing scheduled before the Court 
on the 17th day of October, 2017, at 1 :30 p.m. Upon conclusion of this hearing, the 
Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported back to the Twin Falls County 
Jail for detention at that facility. 
DATED this s· day of October, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
'/1---
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ,2 day of October, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208-736-4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Cheri Hicks, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey, ID 83333 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
~elecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
----/ Overnight Mail 
-IL Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
VTelecopy/email 
Jay,~ N son, Felony Legal Assistant 
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CHERI HICKS, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-0224 
Fax: (208) 788-0285 
[J ORIGINAL 
Attorney for Defendant, !SB #4772 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 












Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 




COMES NOW, Cheri Hicks, Attorney at Law, and hereby enters her written appearance 
for the Defendant in the above entitled matter. 
All further pleadings, notices, and correspondence of any kind filed hereafter in this 
matter should be sent to Cheri Hicks, Esq. at the address listed above. 
Through the attorney of record, the above named Defendant demands a speedy 
prosecution of this matter including a speedy trial. 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
TO: The Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney. 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned pursuant to Rule 16 of the Idaho Criminal 
Rules requests discovery and inspection of the following information, evidence and materials: 
DO NOT RECOPY ORIGINAL DISCOVERY. 
1. Any relevant written or recorded statements made by the Defendant, or copies thereof, 
within the possession, custody or control of the State, the existence of which is known or 
available to the Prosecuting Attorney by the exercise of due diligence; and also the substance of 
any relevant, oral statement made by the Defendant whether before or after arrest to a peace 
officer, Prosecuting Attorney or his agent; and the recorded testimony of the Defendant before a 
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grand jury which relates to the offense charged. 
2. Any written or recorded statements of any co-Defendant, or other Defendant allegedly 
present when the crime took place but not charged in the same case as the Defendant listed 
above; and the substance of any relevant oral statement made by these persons whether before or 
after arrest in response to interrogation by any person known by these Defendants to be a police 
officer or agent of the Prosecuting Attorney. 
3. A copy of the Defendant's prior criminal record, if any, as is or may become available 
to the Prosecuting Attorney. 
4. All photographs, books, papers, documents, tangible objects, buildings, or places or 
copies of portions thereof which are in the possession, custody or control of the Prosecuting 
Attorney and which are material to the preparation of the defense or intended for use by the 
prosecutor as evidence at trial, or obtained from or belonging to the Defendant. 
5. Any results or reports of physical or mental examinations, and of scientific tests or 
experiments, made in connection with the case, or copies thereof, within the possession, custody 
or control of the Prosecuting Attorney, the existence of which is know or is available to the 
Prosecuting Attorney by the exercise of due diligence; 
6. A written list of the names and addresses of all persons having knowledge of relevant 
facts who may be called by the State as witnesses at the trial, together with any record of prior 
felony convictions of any such person which is within the knowledge of the Prosecuting 
Attorney; and all statements made by prosecution witnesses or potential prosecution witnesses to 
the Prosecuting Attorney or his agents or to any official involved in the investigatory process of 
the case. 
7. Any reports and memoranda in the Prosecuting Attorney's possession which were 
made by a police officer or investigator in connection with the investigation or prosecution of 
this case. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that this request is made pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 
16 and the Defendant objects to any informal response to this request and demands that a full and 
formal response by filed in accordance with Rule 16. 
DATED this {.a~ day of Ctto~Ol 7. 
Cheriicks,Esq. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on the / o'f11day of Qc::fDf..u_.___, 2017, I served the foregoing 
document upon: 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1 sT Ave. South, Suite 201 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By hand delivering copies of the same at office of the attorney listed above. 
By causing copies of the same to be deposited in the United States mail, postage paid, at 
the post office in Hailey, Idaho. 
~y sending copies by facsimile to the office of the attorney listed above at facsimile 
number (208)788-5554. 
Chen Hicks 
Attorney at Law 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUOiCtAL OJSTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR~2016~3203 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT 
DEFENDANT 
The Court. having consJdered the State's Motion to Transport Defendant filed 
herein. and good cause appearing therefor, it is hereby ordered that the Blaine County 
Sheriff's Office shall transport the defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, from the Twin 
Falls County Jail to Blaine County District Court in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, f daho, for his appearance at the hearing scheduled on the 17111 day 
of October, 2017, at the hour of 1:30 p.m. After said hearing the defendant. CHAD R. 
SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported from Blaine County District Court to Twin Falls 
County Jail. 
DATED this+ day of October, 2017. 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT - PAGE 1 
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CERTIFICATF; QE SERVICE 
t HEREBY CERTiFY that on this lP day of October1 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indiaated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attomey\; Offlee 
2191 st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208~736 .. 4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Haney, Idaho 83333 
Cheri Hicks1 Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Haileyl ID 83333 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid I Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Malt 
_ Telecopy 








L U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight MaU 
_ Telecopy/emafl 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT .. PAGE 2 
Electronically Filed
10/13/2017 4:49 PM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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CHERI HICKS, ESQ. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-0224 
eservice email: cherihicksoffice@gmail.com 
Attorney for the Defendant, !SB # 4772 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 










) _______________ ) 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT 
OF THE JURY TRIAL 
AT COUNTY EXPENSE 
COMES NOW, Cheri Hicks, Attorney at Law, and hereby moves this Honorable Court to 
Order that a transcript of the Jury Trial be prepared for the Defendant at the expense of Blaine 
County. The Jury Trial began August 23, 2017 and ended on September 1, 2017. 
As a basis for this Motion, Counsel states that the transcript is necessary for preparation 
for Sentencing and to prepare the initial Appeal documents for this case. The current Attorney of 
Record was recently appointed fo rthe Defendant and needs to review the transcript to understand 
the facts of the case and look foor Appeal issues. 
Defense Counsel is requesting the transcript to include any Motions in Limine, all Trial 
proceedings, all objections or arguments, instructions to the Jury and all recordings of post trial 
proceedings the day of the Verdict. 
The Defendant has been found indigent for purposes of these Court proceedings. He 
currently can not afford to pay for the transcript himself. 
NOTICE OF HEARING: The Defendant will call up his Motion for Transcript on the 17th 
day of October, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on the /2=,_fh day of c0G1z)~ , 2017, I served the foregoing 
document upon: 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2ND Ave. S., Ste. 100 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By hand delivering copies of the same at office of the attorney listed above. 
By causing copies of the same to be deposited in the United States mail, postage paid, at 
the post office in Hailey, Idaho. 
__ By sending copies by facsimile to the office of the attorney listed above at facsimile 
number ------
~ file service 
MOTION FOR JURY TRIAL TRANSCRIPT 
Cheriicks 




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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CHERI HICKS, ESQ. 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 2092 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-0224 
eservice email: cherihicksofffice@gmail.com 
Attorney for the Defendant, ISB # 4772 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 











Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION FOR BOND 
PENDING SENTENCING 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW, Cheri Hicks, Attorney at Law, and hereby moves this Honorable Court to 
allow the Defendant to be released on Bond while waiting for his sentencing hearing. The 
Defendant requests that a low be set. 
As a basis for this motion counsel states that the Defendant, Mr. Schiermeir, has been 
declared indigent and appointed a Public Defender in Blaine County. Mr. Schiermeier is being 
held in custody in Twin Falls County. This makes it extremely difficult for Defense Counsel to 
meet with him. Counsel can not prepare for Sentencing, prepare any post-trial motions, nor 
prepare an Appeal properly without meeting Mr. Schiermeier in person in a confidential setting. 
If Defense Counsel is required to travel to Twin Falls to meet with Mr. Schiermeier then Blaine 
County will be required to pay her an hourly fee for this time. 
Mr. Schiermeier is not a flight risk and is adamantly pursuing relief in this case. He has 
been a long time Idaho resident. His family are all long time Idaho residents and are willing to 
assist him with financial requirements, housing and transportation. 
Defense Counsel was recently appointed to this case. She was not the attorney that 
conducted the trial. A continuance will likely be needed for sentencing. Counsel very much needs 
MOTION TO AMEND TERMS OF RELEASE -1-
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the Defendant to be present or able to travel to Blaine County freely in order to adequately 
prepare his Defense. 
NOTICE is hereby given, that the Defendant will call up his Motion for Bond on Bond 
on the 17th day of October, 2017, at 1:30 p.m. To be heard by the Honorable Jonathan Brody 
in the District Courtroom for Blaine County. 
DATED this 13-rt-/ dayof Oert--o ~ , 2017. 
Cm ,A -A.- ;(/4 c£c__ 
Cbiriicks 
Attorney at Law 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that on the /3~ day of ~b--., 201fo, I served the foregoing 
document upon: 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
201 2ND Ave. S., Ste. 100 
Hailey, ID 83333 
By hand delivering copies of the same at office of the attorney listed above. 
By causing copies of the same to be deposited in the United States mail, postage paid, at 
the post office in Hailey, Idaho. 
__ By sending copies by facsimile to the office of the attorney listed above at facsimile 
number ------
/4e service. 
MOTION FOR BOND 
Cheriicks 
Attorney at Law 
-2-
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George W. Breitsameter 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
ISB No.: 2871 
gbreitsameter@,morrowfischer.com 
Substituting Attorneys for Defendant 
n ,_ 
OCT 1 7 2017 
JoLynn Drage, Clerk District 
Court Bl."line qgun!Jt, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





CASE NO. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF 
COUNSEL 
TO THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND TO COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 44.l(d) that George W. 
Breitsameter and the firm Morrow & Fischer, PLLC, hereby substitutes as counsel of record for, 
Defendant, Chad Schiermeier in the above-entitled case, in the place of Cheri Hicks, Blaine 
County Public Defender. 
All further pleadings should be served on counsel for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier, as 
follows: 
George W. Breitsameter 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Notice of Substitution ofCounsel-1 
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A--
DATED this tfo ~; of October, 2017. 
DATED this /;'1'1fay of October, 2017. 
BLAINE COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDERS 
Withdrawing Attorneys 
Notice of Substitution of Counsel-2 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
~rge W. Breitsameter 
Substitute Attorneys 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that on the n-r~day of Oc::1-v~. 2017 a true 
and correct copy of the above and foregoing document was served upon the following by: 
State of Idaho 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
Jimmy Jo Thomas 
219 1st Ave. S., Ste. S 
POBox2092 
Hailey, ID 83333 
Notice of Substitution of Counsel-3 
EServe/Email: 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
for MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
COURT MINUTES (Criminal) 1
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE





JUDGE: Brody, Jonathan P. DATE: October 17, 2017
CLERK: Andrea Logan LOCATION: District Courtroom 1
HEARING TYPE: Status Conference COURT REPORTER: Sue Israel 
Parties Present:
State of Idaho  Attorney: Jimmy Joe Thomas
Chad Schiermeier  Attorney: Cheri Hicks
Hearing Start Time: 2:53 PM
Journal Entries: 
2.54 Court introduces case.  Defendant present in custody of Blaine County Sheriff, 
represented by Ms. Hicks; State represented by Mr. Thomas.  Court questions what 
motions will be argued today and status of case.
Ms. Hicks would like to argue bond pending sentencing today; the motion for 
transcript will not be heard today.  Ms. Hicks advises Court Mr. Brietsameter will be 
substituting in as attorney of record after she argues the bond motion.  She has a 
signed substitution of counsel she was instructed to file after her argument today.
State wishes to address this in Its comments on motion.
2.58 Ms. Hicks argues motion for bond.  
3.04 State responds. 
Ms. Hicks responds.
3.09 Court reviews Rule 406, denies motion for bond
Ms. Hicks files substitution of counsel
3.20 Recess
Hearing End Time: 03:20 PM
Filed: October 18, 2017 at 1:30 PM.
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue S., Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
TRANSPORT DEFENDANT 
Plaintiff State of Idaho moves the Court for its order requiring that the Blaine 
County Sheriff's Department shall transport the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
from the Twin Falls County Jail to the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue South, 
Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the District Court sentencing hearing scheduled 
before the Court on the 7th day of November, 2017, at 1 :30 p.m. Upon conclusion of this 
hearing, the Defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported back to the Twin 
Falls County Jail for detention at that facility. 
DATED this ?_, t day of October, 2017. 
-u~ Q3-
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S MOTION FOR ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT - PAGE 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
.,,--
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 2// day of October, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208-736-4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
George Breitsameter 
Attorney at Law 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
_ :.-f elecopy 
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25th Signed: 10/25/2017 03:10 PM
Signed: 10/25/2017 04:54 PM
588 of 684
FILED 
Date I Time: 
JOLYNN DRAGE 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
By: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT 
DEFENDANT 
The Court, having considered the State's Motion to Transport Defendant filed 
herein, and good cause appearing therefor, it is hereby ordered that the Blaine County 
Sheriffs Office shall transport the defendant, CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, from the Twin 
Falls County Jail to Blaine County District Court in the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd 
Avenue South, Hailey, Idaho, for his appearance at the sentencing hearing scheduled on 
the 7th day of November, 2017, at the hour of 1 :30 p.m. After said hearing the defendant, 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, shall be transported from Blaine County District Court to Twin 
Falls County Jail. 
DATED this ___ day of October, 2017. 
Jonathan Brody 
District Judge 
ORDER TO TRANSPORT DEFENDANT - PAGE 1 
25
Signed: 10/25/2017 04:54 PM
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ___ day of October, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Blaine County Prosecuting 
Attorney's Office 
Twin Falls County Jail 
FAX:208-736-4006 
Blaine County Jail 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
George Breitsameter, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
blainecou ntyprosecutor@co. blaine. id. us 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
_ Overnight Mail 
~ Telecopy 
_ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
Electronically Filed 
10/25/201711:51 AM 
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
By: Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, Defendant Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorneys 
George W. Breitsameter of Morrow & Fischer, PLLC hereby gives notice of hearing on 
Defendant' s Motion to Dismiss Criminal Action Pursuant To I.C.R. 48(a)(2) before the 
Honorable Judge Jonathan P. Brody at the Blaine County Courthouse, Hailey, Idaho, on 
Tuesday, November 7, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. 
Dated this 25th day of October, 2017. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page I 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 25th day of October, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 !51 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
EServelEmail: mfredback@co.blaine.id. us 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
Electronically Filed
10/25/2017 5:08 PM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208)788-5554 
blainecountyprosecutor@co. blaine. id .us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S NINETEENTH 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
DISCOVERY 
Plaintiff State of Idaho, pursuant to the Idaho Criminal Rules, submits the following 
supplemental response to defendant's request for discovery. This supplemental 
response is intended to add to and supplement the prior response of the State, and should 
not be construed as limiting any prior response. The supplemental response to discovery 
is as follows: 
Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b ): See enclosed numbered documents, if 
any. 
1 . Additional Statements of the defendant: See enclosed police reports, 
witness statements and other documents. 
2. Additional Statements of the co-defendant: N/A. 
3. Defendant's prior record: N/A. 
4. Documents and tangible obiects: 
STATE'S NINETEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 1 
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• Evidence/Property Receipt - ISP 
5. Reports of examinations and tests: NIA. 
6a. Additional State's witnesses: NIA. 
6b. Additional Witnesses' statements: See enclosed police reports, witness 
statements and other documents. 
7. Additional Police reports: See enclosed police reports and other 
documents. 
Furthermore, the State hereby renews its objection to any request for discovery by 
the defendant calling for materials or information other than that specifically provided for 
by Idaho Criminal Rule 16(b) or other applicable rule or statute. The State reserves the 
right to further supplement discovery as information becomes available. 
In this supplemental response to request for discovery, the State has served upon 
the defendant herewith, consecutive page numbered 4148. The Defendant is advised to 
immediately contact this office if said page is missing. 
DATED this~ day of October, 2017. 
0-5 ~;:::~ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
STATE'S NINETEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
'J<y I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ day of October, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
George Breitsameter, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
STATE'S NINETEENTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY- Page 3 
SENTENCING MEMORANDUM – Page 1 
George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 
 
  
Defendant Chad Schiermeier (“Chad”) by and through his attorneys George W. 
Breitsameter of Morrow & Fischer, PLLC, respectfully submits this Sentencing Memorandum 
for consideration by the Court prior to the sentencing hearing scheduled before the Honorable 
Judge Jonathan P. Brody at the Blaine County Courthouse, Hailey, Idaho, on Tuesday, 
November 7, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. 
Introduction. 
Following a seven (7) day jury trial, Chad was convicted on one (1) count of Grand 
Theft.   The jury found Chad stole “in excess of one thousand dollars ($1,000.00)” from Blaine 
County DA.R.E./P.A.L., Inc. (“DARE program”).  Chad accepts and respects the  jury 
determination. 















Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk
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SENTENCING MEMORANDUM – Page 2 
At sentencing, Chad will address the Court and request consideration be given to his 
commitment and service to the community.  He has always been a productive and hard working 
member of the community.  He has no criminal history.  He spent a good part of his adult life 
helping others, including students in the DARE program.    
Chad will respectfully request the Court suspend any further period of incarceration and 
place him on probation.  Chad will fully comply with whatever terms of probation that the Court 
deems appropriate. This may include: electronic monitoring, community service, restitution, and 
discretionary jail time.  However, we respectfully submit that no further incarceration is 
warranted.  
A probation sentence is supported by Chad’s lack of criminal history and Idaho law.  This 
Court can satisfy all of the goals of sentencing by a probationary sentence. 
If granted probation, Chad intends to live in Twin Falls. He will immediately (November 
8, 2017) go to work for his father’s business operation in Filer.  In addition, Chad will 
immediately apply for other employment opportunities in the Magic Valley.  Chad intends to use 
his employment income to become current on his child support obligations and pay whatever 
financial obligations that this Court may impose.  
Chad wants to do everything possible to get his life on track. His desire is to be a 
productive member of the community.  He may call the following witnesses at sentencing:  Mr. 
L. Clyel Berry (Twin Falls attorney); Ms. Darcy Cordingly (Wood River Middle School 
(“WRMS”)); Mr. Phil Homer (retired, Blaine County School District);  Mr. Jeremy Silvas 




SENTENCING MEMORANDUM – Page 3 
Background. 
Chad was born and raised in Twin Falls, Idaho.  He is forty-one  He 
graduated from Twin Falls High School in 1994.   
Chad was employed for seventeen (17) years as a Deputy Sheriff by the Blaine County 
Sheriff’s Office (“BCSO”).  For thirteen (13) years as a Deputy Sheriff, Chad’s primary 
responsibility was as a School Resource Officer (“SRO”).  He was assigned to WRMS in Hailey.   
As the Court is aware, Chad was the Program Director of the DARE program.  A 
substantial part of Chad’s responsibilities included working with disadvantaged and 
underprivileged students.  Chad was given high marks by educators at WRMS for his dedication 
and commitment to the students in the DARE program.  At sentencing, Chad intends to introduce 
brief testimony from a few knowledgeable witnesses regarding Chad’s work as the Program 
Director of the DARE program.   
As a Deputy Sheriff with the BCSO Chad also received positive performance appraisals.  
This was established, in part, through the trial testimony of Sheriffs Femling and Ramsey.    
Chad has three (3) children: Hunter, age 18; Sage, age 14; and Asher, age 8.  Between 
1997 and 2012 Chad was married to Cori Moyes.  Cori currently lives in Boise. Chad and Cori 
have joint custody of the children.  
Chad has no prior criminal history.  Prior to age twenty-one (21), Chad had two (2) 
driving related offenses.  Chad has consumed alcohol on an occasional basis.  He has never 
smoked or used tobacco products.  In short, Chad has made efforts to live in a responsible 
manner.  Chad has never lived an extravagant lifestyle.  
Chad has never been incarcerated until the present case.  His incarceration has 
substantially impacted him.   
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Chad was initially arrested on October 22, 2016.  He was in route to Salt Lake City with 
his daughter and her friends (to Lagoon amusement park in Farmington, Utah.).  Chad was then 
detained and transported to Hailey.  On this occasion, Chad was in custody for approximately six 
(6) days.  
Following the verdict in this case on September 1st, Chad was again incarcerated .  He 
has been incarcerated at that Twin Falls Detention Center.  For the first approximately forty (40) 
days, Chad was alone in a prison cell without any other prisoners.  He was essentially in “solitary 
confinement.”  While incarcerated, Chad has lost in excess of  thirty (30) pounds,.   
As a result of his conviction, Chad will lose important civil rights.  These rights include 
the right to vote, the right to jury service and the right to possess firearms.  The conviction in this 
case will severely impact Chad’s job opportunities.    
Under Idaho Code Section 19-2521 A Probationary Sentence is Appropriate.  
A.  I.C. §19-2521(2) --- shall be accorded weight (by the Court) in favor of avoiding a 
sentence of imprisonment. 
Four (4) of I.C. §19-2521(2) provisions support a probationary sentence, to wit:  
“…shall be accorded weight (by the Court) in favor of avoiding a sentence of imprisonment.” 
Specifically, the following provisions:   
 (2)(g) The defendant has no history of prior delinquency or criminal activity or  
has led a law-abiding life for a substantial period of time before the commission of the present 
crime;  
 (2)(h) The defendant's criminal conduct was the result of circumstances unlikely  
to recur;  
598 of 684
SENTENCING MEMORANDUM – Page 5 
 (2)(i) The character and attitudes of the defendant indicate that the commission of 
another crime is unlikely; and 
 (2)(f) the defendant has compensated or will compensate the victim of his 
criminal conduct for the damage or injury that was sustained; provided, however, nothing in this 
section shall prevent the appropriate use of imprisonment and restitution in combination. 
The other provisions under I.C. §19-2521(2), have less application to the circumstances 
in this case, but do not support further incarceration.   
B.  I.C. §19-2521(1) … “imprisonment is appropriate for the protection of the 
public…”.  
Four (4) of the six (6) provision in I.C. §19-2521(1) in support of incarceration 
have no application to this case.  None of the following provisions apply:  
(1)(a)  There is undue risk that during the period of a suspended sentence or 
probation the defendant will commit another crime; or 
(1)(b)  The defendant is in need of correctional treatment that can be provided 
most effectively by his commitment to an institution; or 
(1)(c)  Imprisonment will provide appropriate punishment and deterrent to the 
defendant; or 
(1))f)  The defendant is a multiple offender or professional criminal. 
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Summary. 
Chad has been the subject of a high profile criminal prosecution.  Up until this criminal 
prosecution Chad was a contributing member of the community.  While awaiting sentencing, 
Chad has been punished though a lengthy period of incarceration.  He should be placed on 
supervised probation and allowed to return to the community.   
   On balance, the factors set forth in Idaho Code Section 19-2521 substantially support a 
probationary sentence.  Furthermore, a probation sentence is supported by his lack of criminal 
history.  Further incarceration is not warranted.    
Dated this 1st day November, 2017. 
    /s/ George W. Breitsameter  
George W. Breitsameter 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I hereby certify that on this 1st day of November, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following:   
 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor’s Office  
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333  
 
EServe/Email: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
             blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
 
 
    /s/ George W. Breitsameter   
George W. Breitsameter 
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Request for Approval/Judge's Proposed Ordet 
C~~RK OF THE~RICT COURT 
Directions: FIii out the form below, and present both the signed Request for Approval and proposed Order 
to the presiding Judge's office. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 5 l1 JUDl~L DISTRICT - . 
oF THE STATE oF 10AH0, 1N ANo FOR THE couNTY oF f3 ka,n --e 
S\JJ~l~~ 
PLAINTIFF(S 
vefia J :JA Jk(m-Btk 
DEFENOANT(S)) 
~ ,reby request approval to: 
} REQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL TO 
) VIDEO/AUDIO REC.ORD, BROADCAST OR 
) PHOTOGRAPH A COURT PROCEEDING 
) 
(}l.Yldeo/audlo record ( 1 broadcast [ ] photograph the following court proceeding: 
l have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules permitting cameras In the courtroom, and will 
comply In all respects with the provisions of that rule, and wlll also make certain that all other persons 
from rnv organization participating In video or audio recordln1 or broadtaSting or photographing of the 
coun proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules and will comply in 111 
respects with the provisions of that rule. 
Vt1:n655A: h. ~ ~,e.ve 
Print Name 
~~ Slgna ure 
!o,111T/h:sv7 
News Organizat1Jn Represented Phone Number 
D 
1/-&/M:t 
REQUEST TO OBlAtN APPROVAL TO VIDEO/AUDIO RECORD, BROADCAST. OR PHOTOGRAPH A COURT PROCEEDING hie 1 





THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Admfnlstratlve Rules, hereby orders that permission to video/audio record the above hearing ls: 
( ✓) t;RA~D .Ul'.)der the follQwlng .restrlctl.ons In addition to those set- forth in Rule 4S of the-Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules: 
[ ] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to broadcast the above hearing Is; 
( ] GRANTED under the followlng restrictions In addition to those set forth In Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules; 
[ ] DENIED. 
TI-IE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho court 
Administrative Rul~, her.eby orders that permission to photograph the above heartng ls: 
P.003/003 
[ ] GRANTED under the followlng restrictions In addition to those set forth In Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules: 
( ] DENIED. 
All tmages and audio recordings captured In the courtroom, whether before, during or after the actual 
court proceedings, by any pool photographer or video and broadcast camera operator shall be shared 
with other media organizations as required by Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules. 
DATED this ----...-day of ____ _ ~~ 
Justice/Judge 
REQUEST TO OBTAIN APPROVAL TO VtDEO/AUDIO RECORD, BROADCAST, OR PHOTOGRAPH A COlJRT PROCEEDING Pa1e 2 
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
Electronically Filed 
11/6/2017 5:21 PM 
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
By: April Pina, Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. CR 2016-3203 
Plaintiff, 
vs. DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO QUASH 
CHAD SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, Defendant Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorneys 
George W. Breitsameter hereby moves the court pursuant to I.C.A.R. 45 to reconsider and quash 
the Court order issued on November 6, 2017 granting the video/audio recording by a news 
organization of the hearing scheduled for November 7, 2017. 
This motion is brought on the basis that Defendant had no notice of said motion and no 
opportunity to object. Defendant respectfully submits that the granting of said motion is contrary 
to the proper administration of justice and contrary to the Constitutional rights of the defendant 
in the above-referenced proceeding. The Defendant respectfully requests that the Court deny any 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO QUASH - Page 1 
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video recording of any hearings until legal issues related to said recording can be properly 
analyzed and addressed. 
Dated this 6th day ofNovember, 2017. 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 6th day of November, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following: 
Matthew Fredback EServe/Email: mfredback@co. blaine. id. us 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO QUASH - Page 2 
b lainecountyprosecutor@co. b laine.id. us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
COURT MINUTES (Criminal) 1
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE





JUDGE: Brody, Jonathan P. DATE: November 07, 2017
CLERK: Crystal Rigby LOCATION: District Courtroom 1
HEARING TYPE: Sentencing COURT REPORTER: Sue Israel 
INTERPRETER: 
Parties Present:
State of Idaho  Attorney: Jimmy Joe Thomas
Chad Schiermeier  Attorney: George William Breitsameter
Hearing Start Time: 2:21 PM
Journal Entries: 
2.21 Counsel present, Def. present in custody
Court introduces the case, reviews the verdict, the maximum penalties.
Mr. Breitsameter addresses the objection to media coverage (videoing proceedings)
2.23 State responds.
Court comments, may be moot, denies the motion.
2.26 Mr. Breitsameter addresses the motion to dismiss
2.32 State(Fredback) responds
2.38 Mr. Breitsameter has no further argument.
Court notes the motion was filed a while ago and there has been a change in counsel. 
Court reviews the motion to dismiss filed on 9/25
2.48 Court comments on the jury instructions, denies the motion to dismiss.
2.53 Mr. Breitsameter has some testimony by 6-7 people.
Court inquires.
Counsel and Def. has reviewed the PSI and addendum. 
2.55 Mr. Breitsameter has a correction as to the custody of the children pg. 8
2.57 State(Fredback) no victim statement.
Mr. Breitsameter- 75 days credit for time served.
2.58 State(Fredback) restitution is not resolved today.
Mr. Breitsameter doesn’t believe the Court has jurisdiction to order restitution to a third 
party entity because the DARE/PAL program is dissolved. 
State requests the witnesses be sworn under oath.
Phil Homer, sworn under oath and makes a statement.
Filed: November 07, 2017 at 5:29 PM.
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
By: Crystal Rigby  Deputy Clerk
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Jeremy Silvis, sworn under oath and makes a statement.
3.07 Kory Ward, sworn under oath and makes a statement. 
Gina Cey sworn under oath and makes a statement.
State(Fredback) questions Ms. Cey.
3.15 Larry Berry, sworn under oath and makes a statement.
Fred Trenkle, sworn under oath and makes a statement
Jim Evans sworn under oath and makes a statement.
3.33 State(Fredback) makes comments and recommendations.
4.00 Court comments.
State continues- 6+8 years prison, and restitution.
4.06 Mr. Breitsameter responds- retained jurisdiction.
4.22 Def. speaks on his own behalf.
4.26 Court inquires.
Mr. Breitsameter – Def. has no further comment.
4.27 Court takes a 15 minutes break.
Recess
4.49 Back on record.
Court comments to the Defendant.  Imposes: court costs, DNA/Thumb print sample, 
restitution open for 60 days, no fine, 6+8 years prison,  advises the Def. of his right to 
appeal
5.26 Recess
Hearing End Time: 05:26 PM
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
 
 















JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION AND ORDER   
 
On 11/07/2017, the time fixed by the Court for pronouncing sentence upon the 
defendant, the Court noted the presence of the Prosecuting Attorneys, Matthew Fredback 
and Jim Thomas, and the defendant with counsel, George William Breitsameter. 
 
 IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant has been convicted by jury verdict of the 
offense of Grand Theft, as charged in the Information, a violation of Idaho Code §§ 18-
2403(1), 18-2407(1)(b)(1), 18-2408(2)(A).   
 
 The Court having asked whether the defendant had any legal cause why Judgment 
should not be pronounced against the defendant, and no sufficient cause to the contrary 
having been shown or appearing to the Court,  
 
 IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted.   
 
Signed: 11/8/2017 09:22 AM
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FILED 
Date / Time: 
JOLYNN DRAGE 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
By: (Q) 
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 IT IS FURTHER ADJUDGED AND ORDERED that the defendant be 
sentenced as follows to the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction commencing 
on 11/07/2017: 
 
  Minimum period of confinement:   6 year(s)  
 
Indeterminate period of confinement:  8 year(s) 
 
Total unified term:    14 year(s)  
 
 The Court ORDERS as follows: 
 
Fine: No fine. 
 
Court Costs: The defendant shall pay all court costs for the conviction. 
 
Credit for Time Served:  The defendant is given credit for a total of 75 days 
served prior to the entry of this Judgment. 
 
Restitution to Victim: Restitution is to be held open for 60 days. 
 
Restitution for DNA Sample: The Court hereby ORDERS a Judgment of 
Restitution to be entered in this case in the sum of $100.00, (I.C. § 19-5506(6) 
(restitution to offset costs incurred by law enforcement agencies for DNA 
analysis)). This amount is payable to the Clerk of the District Court to be 
disbursed to the following law enforcement agency which investigated this crime: 
 
Name(s):  Idaho State Lab -- $100.00 
 
Idaho DNA and Genetic Marker Database Act of 1996: Pursuant to I.C. §§ 19-
5501, et seq., the defendant, having been convicted of one of the enumerated 
felony offenses stated in I.C. § 19-5506, and in accordance with I.C. § 19-
5507(2), is hereby ordered to provide an adequate (I.C. § 19-5508) DNA sample 
and right thumbprint impression at a department of law enforcement designated 
location, which sample and impression shall be collected in accordance with the 
procedures established by the bureau of forensic services. If the defendant is not 
incarcerated at the time of sentencing, the defendant is hereby further ordered to 
report within ten (10) working days to the facility designated by the department of 
law enforcement for the collection of such specimens. 
 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be committed to the custody of 
the Sheriff of Blaine County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho State 
Board of Correction at the Idaho State Penitentiary, or other facility within the State 
designated by the State Board of Correction. I.C. § 20-237. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the parties return their respective copies of the 
presentence investigative reports to the deputy clerk of the court and use of said report shall 
thereafter be governed by I.C.R. 32(h)(1), (2), and (3). 
 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any and all bonds are hereby exonerated.  
However, if the defendant paid a cash bond, deposited by or on behalf of the defendant, the 
Clerk shall apply the money (cash bond) to the payment of the costs and fines imposed in 
this case and refund the surplus, if any, to the party posting the deposit. I.C. § 19-2923. 
 
RIGHT TO APPEAL/LEAVE TO APPEAL IN FORMA PAUPERIS 
 
The Right: The Court advised the defendant, of the right to appeal this judgment 
within forty two (42) days of the date it is file stamped by the clerk of the court. I.C.R. 
33(a)(3), I.A.R. 14(a). 
 
In Forma Pauperis: The Court further advised the defendant of the right of a person 
who is unable to pay the costs of an appeal to apply for leave to appeal in forma pauperis, 
meaning the right as an indigent to proceed without liability for court costs and fees and the 
right to be represented by a court appointed attorney at no cost to the defendant. I.C.R. 
33(a)(3), I.C. § 19-852(a)(1) and (b)(2). 
 
 Sentenced and dated 11/07/2017. 
 
       ___________________________ 
       JONATHAN BRODY 
       District Judge 
 
  
Signed: 11/7/2017 05:40 PM
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
 
 I, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I caused to be delivered, on 
________________, one copy of the: JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION AND ORDER as 




[ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
George William Breitsameter [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Corrections Central 
Records 
[ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Corrections Sentencing 
Team 
[ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Probation and Parole [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
MCCJC [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
BCI – Kathy Blades [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
BCI – Forensic Services [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
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[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
 
 
        
        
 
       JoLynn Drage 
       Clerk of the District Court 
       Blaine County, Idaho 
 
 
 By ____________________________ 
        Deputy Clerk 
 
 
Signed: 11/8/2017 09:24 AM
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
Electronically Filed 
11/15/2017 10:14 AM 
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
By: Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
RELEASE PENDING APPEAL 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, Defendant Chad Schiermeier ("Chad '), by and through his 
attorney George W. Breitsameter hereby moves the court pursuant to I.C.A.R. 46 (d) and Idaho 
Code Section 19-2904 for bail pending appeal or, more appropriately, a release from custody upon 
the Defendant' s own recognizance or on other conditions, as prescribed by the Court. 
The Defendant intends to file his Notice of Appeal within the time requisites set forth in 
Idaho Appellate Rule 14. 
In making release determinations this court considers the same objectives set forth in LC. 
§ 19-2904 as are used to evaluate such a motion before conviction: 
( 1) Ensuring the appearance of the defendant; 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL - Page 1 
DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL – Page 2 
(2) Ensuring the integrity of the court process including the right of the defendant to bail 
as constitutionally provided; 
(3) Ensuring the protection of victims and witnesses; and 
(4) Ensuring public safety. 
The factors to be considered in determining whether a defendant should be released 
pending appeal are also the same as for any pretrial release set forth in I. C.R. 46(c) and (d): 
(1) Defendant’s employment status and history, and financial condition; 
(2) The nature and extent of defendant’s family relationships; 
(3) Defendant’s past and present residences; 
(4) Defendant’s character and reputation; 
(5) The persons who agree to assist the defendant in attending court at the proper time; 
(6) The nature of the current charge and any mitigating or aggravating factors that may 
bear on the likelihood of conviction and the possible penalty; 
(7) Defendant’s prior criminal record, if any, and, if defendant has previously been released 
pending a trial or hearing, whether defendant appeared as required; 
(8) Any facts indicating the possibility of violations of law if defendant is released without 
restrictions; 
(9) Any other facts tending to indicate that defendant has strong ties to the community and 
is not likely to flee the jurisdiction; and 
(10) What reasonable restrictions, conditions and prohibitions should be placed on 
defendant’s activities, movements, associations and residences. 
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With respect to the ten (10) factors for consideration in I.C.R. 46(c), there is substantial 
evidence to support release of the Defendant pending appeal.  As this Court is aware, the 
Defendant was a deputy sheriff in Blaine County for 16 years when he was indicted in October, 
2016.  Defendant is a lifetime resident of Idaho.  He has no criminal record.  Chad has three (3) 
children for whom he was providing financial support. He has a constant and loving relationship 
with his children. His father, mother and brother all lived in Twin Falls, and the family, including 
Chad’s children, have always been very close. They remain just as close today.  If released, Chad 
will immediately be employed in Filer, Idaho.   
Based on his history, there is no reason to believe that Chad would ever pose any threat to 
society or to the witnesses in this case, most of whom are law enforcement officers.  He was 
originally arrested on a warrant with a $200,000 bail setting which was later reduced to $20,000 
at his first appearance.  Bond was posted by a family member and Chad has made all court 
appearances and complied with all release conditions.  This Court allowed Chad to travel to Ohio 
pending trial without objection by the State.  Chad has no reason to travel out of state and will 
comply with whatever terms of release this Court might impose. 
Chad has never been a flight risk. He poses no danger to the community.  There is nothing 
to indicate the possibility of any violations of law if Chad is released without restrictions.   
As the Court noted at sentencing regarding the likelihood of an appeal in this case, the 
appeal is not for the purpose of delay.  There are substantial issues that will be raised on appeal. 
These issues will present new or novel legal issues for review by the Court.  
614 of 684
DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL – Page 4 
Furthermore, at sentencing, this Court recognized Chad’s serious medical condition. These 
medical issues can be properly addressed, if the Court releases the Defendant during the 
pendency of this appeal.      
For the foregoing reasons, we respectfully move that this Honorable Court to release the 
Defendant on appeal.   
Dated this 15th day of November, 2017. 
    /s/ George W. Breitsameter  







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 15th day of November, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following: 
Matthew Fredback 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
EServelEmail: mfredback@co.blaine.id.us 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL - Page 5 
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
Electronically Filed 
11/16/201712:56 PM 
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, Defendant Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorneys 
George W. Breitsameter of Morrow & Fischer, PLLC hereby gives notice of hearing on 
Defendant' s Motion for Release Pending Appeal before the Honorable Judge Jonathan P. Brody 
at the Blaine County Courthouse, Hailey, Idaho, on Tuesday, December 5, 2017 at 1:30 p.m. 
Dated this 16th day ofNovember, 2017. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page I 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 16th day of November, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following: 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 2 
EServelEmail: 
blainecountyprosecutor@co. blaine. id. us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83 68 7 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
Electronically Filed 
11/16/201712:56 PM 
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County 
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court 
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
MOTION TO APPEAR 
TELEPHONICALLY 
COMES NOW, the Defendant CHAD SCHIERMEIER, by and through its attorneys of 
record, Morrow & Fischer, PLLC, pursuant to I.C.R. 43.1, hereby moves this Court for an Order 
allowing counsel for Defendant to appear telephonically for hearing Defendant's Motion for for 
Release Pending Appeal on December 5, 2017 at 1 :30 p.m. Counsel for Defendant will initiate 
the telephone call with the Court. 
Hearing is not requested on this instant motion. 
DATED this 16th day ofNovember, 2017. 
MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALL Y - 1 
/s/ George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 16th day of November, 2017, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document via iCourt to the following: 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALL Y - 2 
EServelEmail: 
blainecountyprosecutor@co. b laine. id. us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. Breitsameter 
Signed: 11/17/2017 01:56 PM
Signed: 11/17/2017 01:59 PM
788 5537
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George W. Breitsameter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475-2201 
gbreitsameter@morrowfischer.com 
FILED 
Attorney for Defendant, Chad Schiermeier 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
APPEAR TELEPHONICALLY 
THE COURT, having reviewed Defendant's Motion to Appear Telephonically, and good 
cause appearing therefore, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT said motion be and is hereby GRANTED. It is 
further ordered that Defendant's counsel may appear telephonically at the hearing set for 
December 5, 2017 at 1 :30 p.m. Counsel for Defendant will call the Court by dialing (208) 
DATED 
Judge Jonathan P. Brody 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO APPEAR TELEPHONICALL Y - 1 
Signed: 11/17/2017 01:59 PM
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on ________ , I caused to be served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below to the following: 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
George W. Breitsameter 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, ID 83687 
EServe/Email: 
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COURT MINUTES (Criminal) 1
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE





JUDGE: Brody, Jonathan P. DATE: December 05, 2017
CLERK: Crystal Rigby LOCATION: District Courtroom 1
HEARING TYPE: Motion Hearing COURT REPORTER: Sue Israel 
INTERPRETER: 
Parties Present:
State of Idaho  Attorney: Matthew Fredback
Chad Schiermeier  Attorney: George William Breitsameter, Dave Leroy
Hearing Start Time: 1:38 PM
Journal Entries: 
1.38 Counsel present State present, Mr. Leroy, Mr. Breitsameter and the Court present by 
phone.
Court introduces the case.
1.39 Mr. Breitsameter addresses the motion for release pending appeal.
Court comments.
Mr. Breitsameter continues.
1.46 Court inquires about medical issues.
Mr. Breitsameter responds.
1.47 State responds.
Mr. Breitsameter comments on a bond.
1.53 Court comments on the rule to allow bail pending appeal. Denies the motion to release 
pending appeal. This application for bail can be brought up in the appellate court.
2.03 Recess
Hearing End Time: 02:03 PM
Filed: December 05, 2017 at 3:11 PM.
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
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Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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George W. Breitsan1eter, ISB: 2871 
MORROW & FISCHER, PLLC 
332 N. Broadmore Way, Ste. 102 
Nampa, Idaho 83687 
Telephone: (208) 475-2200 
Facsimile: (208) 475~2201 
gbrei tsmncte1·@monowfi solwr, co_m . 
Attomey for Defendant, ·Chad Schiermeier 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL' DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 





Case No. CR 2016-3203 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF 
COUNSEL 
TO THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT AND TO COUNSEL OF RECORD: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to I.C.R. 44.1, that David Leroy, attorney at law 
hereby substitutes as counsel of record for the Defendant) Chad Schienneier, in the abovew 
entitled action in the place of George W. Breitsameter and the firm Mottow & Fischer, PLLC 
and reaffirms his notice of appearance on. behalf of the Defendant in all matters set forth above. 
All further pleadings should be served on counsel for the Defendant as follows: 
Dnvid H. Leroy 
LEROY LAW OFFICES 
PO Box 193 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: (208) 342-0000 
Facsimile: (208) 342-4200 
dave@dleroy.com 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNS:EL - Page 1 
625 of 684
MORROW & FISCHER, .PLLC 
By:_L!.::.=::.:!..~~~ ===2 ~ 
Geoi-ge W. Breitsainetor, 
Withdrawing Attorney 
DATED this~ dayof~Ol7. 
LBROYLAW 
By:. ___ ....,,,...,.:..a<..,..;..;;;,,,,,_,..,~-----
David H. Leroy 
Substituting Attorneys 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL- Page 2 
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Dec 5 £0110£:14Prn 
CE~ CATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this r elay of~( 2017, I caused to be served a trno 
and correct copy of the foregoing docwnent via iCow1 to the following: 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Blaine County Prosecutor's Office 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
EServe/Email: 
blainecountyprosecutor@co,:Waine.id. us 
Isl George W. Breitsameter 
George W. B:reitsametex 
NOTICE OF SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL - Page 3 
Electronically Filed
12/14/2017 9:06 AM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: April Pina, Deputy Clerk
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fa~ (208)788-5554 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
MOTION FOR ORDER 
ON RESTITUTION 
COMES NOW Plaintiff State of Idaho, by and through Matthew Fredback, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney, and hereby moves the Court for its order awarding restitution for 
Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. 
The basis for the motion is that the victim has suffered compensable "economic 
loss" in the amount of eighty-six thousand eight hundred sixty-eight dollars and three 
cents ($86,868.03) as a result of the defendant's criminal actions. 
DATED this 11 day of December, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR ORDER ON RESTITUTION - Page 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this ~ay of December, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
David H. Leroy, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
dave@dleroy.com 
MOTION FOR ORDER ON RESTITUTION - Page 2 
Electronically Filed
12/14/2017 9:06 AM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: April Pina, Deputy Clerk
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
TO: CLERK OF THE COURT AND THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 2nd day of January, 2018, at the hour of 2:30 
p.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, Plaintiff State of Idaho will call up 
its Motion For Order On Restitution before the Court in the above-captioned action in the 
District Courtroom of the Kramer Judicial Building, 201 2nd Avenue S., Hailey, Idaho. 
DATED this 11.f day of December, 2017. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - Page 1 
AA~~~ 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1~ay of December, 2017, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the Witliina~d foregoing document by the method 
indicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
David H. Leroy, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 




David Leroy FILED ~u._ -~ ~u. I U' '\ ,, ~ ..... , 
Attorney for Defendant/Appellant 
P.O. Box 193 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Phone (208) 342-0000 
Fax (208) 342-4200 
Email dave@dleroy.com 
DEC 1 ~ 2017 
~~~°""'" ---. tv. ldltho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 















) _____________ ) 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND 
THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, BLAINE COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY'S 
OFFICE, 219 1st Avenue South, Hailey, ID 83333, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment and Conviction and 
Order entered November 7, 2017 and filed November 8, 2017, the Honorable 
Judge Jonathan Brody, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to Rule 11(c)(1-10) I.AR .. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 1 
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3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is as follows: 
(a) Whether there was sufficient evidence to support the conviction. 
(b) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing the State to present its case to the jury on a 
traditional theft theory, in addition to the theory of theft by 
unauthorized control alleged in the information, in contravention of 
the parties' stipulation and agreement that they were "putting all its 
eggs in one basket" in the information and that no other charges or 
amendments would be pursued. 
(c) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing an unconstitutional variance between the charge 
alleged in the information and the two separate theories of theft that 
were presented to the jury. 
(d) Whether the District committed prejudicial and reversible error 
resulting in a violation of defendant's rights to due process of law 
under the United States Constitution by allowing an additional 
theory of theft to be submitted to the jury other than as charged in 
the information and as represented to the defendant by the court at 
arraignment. 
(e) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in failing to grant the defendant's motion for judgment of 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 2 
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acquittal made at the close of the State's case and the defendant's 
motion to dismiss argued at sentencing. 
(f) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing the State's prosecution to proceed contrary to 
Idaho's "evolved tradition against enforcing contractual obligations 
through the criminal law," recognized by the Idaho Supreme Court 
as discussed in State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864 (Id. App. 1997). 
(g) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing the State's prosecution to proceed contrary to 
Article 1, Section 15 of the Idaho Constitution providing that, "there 
shall be no imprisonment for debt in this state except in cases of 
fraud." 
(h) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing the State's prosecution to proceed without 
evidence that the theft alleged in this case was committed against 
an "owner" of the funds in question, as that element has been 
interpreted by the Idaho Supreme Court in State v. Bennett, 246 
P.3d 387 (Idaho 2010) and the Idaho Appellate Court in State v. 
Johnson, 326 P.3d. 361 (Id. App. 2014). 
(i) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in failing to allow defendant to call its expert witness to testify 
concerning the differences between civil liability against corporate 
officers and criminal liability for theft, then failing to instruct the jury 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 3 
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concerning the principles to be applied in differentiating civil 
contractual liability from criminal liability for theft and by preventing 
defense counsel from arguing any such differences to the jury 
thereby precluding any presentation of the defense theory of the 
case .. 
0) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in failing to instruct the jury as to the meaning of the word 
"wrongfully" with reference to taking property for purposes of 
determining guilt under the traditional theory of grand theft 
submitted to the jury, thereby failing to present to the jury the 
defense theory of the case that the matter was at most a 
contractual dispute internal to the corporation and was not a 
criminal violation of the law. 
(k) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in allowing the State to present to the jury and to argue that 
the provisions of the corporation Articles of Incorporation in this 
case limited the defendant's authority granted to him in the 
corporate Bylaws and in the Certificate of Authorization at the 
corporate banking institution to expend the corporate funds 
pursuant to such authority. 
(I) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in failing to instruct the jury as requested by the defendant, 
that the falsified documents to dissolve the corporation filed by the 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 4 
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Blaine County Sheriff's Department with the Idaho Secretary of 
State were ineffective and could be set aside, and that the 
corporation was still in existence with defendant remaining the 
Manager of the corporation, all pursuant to law. 
(m) Whether the District Court committed prejudicial and reversible 
error in refusing to instruct the jury as requested by the defendant 
that donations to the corporation became the property of the 
corporation and the donor did not retain any rights to control the 
use of such funds following the donation. 
( o) Whether the District Court's sentence against defendant was 
unreasonable and excessive and a clear abuse of discretion in light 
of the nature of the offense, the character of the defendant, and the 
protection of the public interest. 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed that is requested. That 
portion of the record that is sealed is the Defendant's Pretrial Memorandum and 
the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Pursuant to I.AR. 28(b), the appellant requests the preparation of the 
reporter's transcript which includes only the following portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
(a) Jury trial including: any portion of the jury selection process wherein 
the criminal charge or the information was explained or read to the jury; 
the opening statements; all testimony and other proceedings whether in or 
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out of the jury's presence; any hearings or arguments outside of the jury's 
presence; and the closing arguments. 
(d) Motion hearing and Sentencing held on November 7, 2017. 
6. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record pursuant to I.AR. 
28(b)(2) and in addition: 
(a) the court's written jury instructions and the defendant's proposed 
instructions submitted during trial. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the 
reporter; 
(b) The estimated fee has been paid for preparation of the clerk's 
record; 
(c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case (I.C. §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.AR. 23(a)(8)); 
(d) The estimated fee has been paid for the reporter's transcript; 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.AR 20. /\. 
1 
DATEDthis l~ dayof ~\'?,201n. 
David Leroy 
Attorney for Defen ant/Appellant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE /\: 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this l~ day of M8y~~17, I caused a 
true and correct copy of the NOTICE OF APPEAL to be served via United States 
Mail, postage prepaid. 
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Blaine Coun!.Y pistrict Court ~ L 
---- vu ~ ~- -ZP\ 1J ~ Ml1'- -'l~~ 
Hailey, Idaho 833'9 f 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, 
Hailey, ID 83333 
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Electronically Filed
12/18/2017 4:42 PM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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DA YID H. LEROY 
Attorney at Law 
802 West Bannock Street, Ste 201 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 342-0000 
Facsimile: (208) 342-4200 
Idaho State Bar No. 1359 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 











CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
OBJECTION TO ENTRY OF 
RESTITUTION ORDER AND 
REQUEST FOR TELEPHONIC 
HEARING 
Defendant. 
COMES Now Defendant Chad Schiermeier, by and through his attorney of record David H. 
Leroy and hereby OBJECTS to the entry of the proposed Order for Restitution sought upon the 
Motion of the Blaine County Prosecutor and set for hearing on January 2, 2017 at 2:30 p.m. upon 
the ground and for the reason that said case is now upon appeal and said order and any potential 
collection or execution thereon would be premature and inappropriate until the final disposition of 
this action. 
Further, the Defendant also objects on these substantive grounds: 
1. Upon information and belief, the non-profit entity Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc no 
longer exists. Trial evidence so indicated. 
2. Other entities, such as the County itself or similar non-profits are not actually aggrieved 
OBJECTION TO ENTRY OF RESTITUTION ORDER - 1 
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parties and are not therefore proper subjects of such largesse ordered as restitution from the 
Defendant. (See Eloshway v. State, 553 So. 2d 1258 (Fla. Dist. Ct. App 4th Dist, 1989) and State v. 
Theroff, 33 Wash App 741, 657 P 2d 800 (Div. 3, 1983). 
3. The Idaho Secretary of State's Office confirms that articles of dissolution for the DARE 
entity were filed December 15, 2016. (See Exhibit "A" hereto) 
The Defendant hereby requests to appear and participate by telephone in said hearing, if 
permitted to do so by the Court. 
DATED This J<lfu_ day of December, 2017. 
David H. Leroy, Attom y for the Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this t~ day of December, 201 7, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the within instrument to: 
Blaine County Prosecutors Office 
219 l51 Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 833333 
email: blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id. us 
David H. Leroy 
Defense Counsel 
P.O. Box 193 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
email: dave@dleroy.com 
Davalee Davis, Executive Assistant 
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205 
ARTICLES OF DISSOLUTION 
(Nonprofit Corporations) 
Title 30, Chapters 21 and 29, Idaho Code 
Filing fee: $30 typed, $50 not typed 
Complete and submit the application in duplicate. 
1. The name of the corporation is: 
Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC 
FILED BPP!CliVE 
nr, DEC 15 AM 9: 03 
SECRETARY Of STATE 
STATE OF toAHO 
. . . . 11/29/2016 2. The date the d1ssolut1on was authorized 1s: ________________________ _ 






If the corporation has no members, the dissolution was approved by a sufficient vote of the board. 
Approval of members was not required, and the dissolution was approved by a sufficient vote of the board of 
directors or incorporators .. 
C. Approval of members was required, and they voted as follows: 
1) The number of members entitled to vote: 1 
2) The number of members voting for dissoh.Jtion is: 
1 
3) The number of members voting against dissolution ls: 
0 
4. The corporation is dissolved upon the effective date of its articles of dissolution. 
Printed Name: BRYAN CARPIT A 
S~na<we~~~ -
C .ty/ /'Secretary apac1 ______________ _ 
Rev, 0712015 
Secretary of State use only 
IO.A.HO S&C'.RE'l'ARY OF STATE 
12/15/2016 05:00 
CK:201701507 CT:83318 BH:1559616 
1@ so_oo = 30.00 NON PR DIS #2 
Electronically Filed
12/28/2017 10:48 AM
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk
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Jim J. Thomas, ISBN 4415 
Blaine County Prosecuting Attorney 
219 1st Avenue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Telephone: (208) 788-5545 
Fax: (208) 788-5554 
blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id. us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2016-3203 
STATE'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S OBJECTION TO 
ENTRY OF RESTITUTION 
COMES NOW, the State ofldaho, by and through Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Matthew 
Fredback, and submits the State's Response to the Defendant's Objection to the State's Motion for 
Restitution. The basis for the State's objection to the Defendant's Motion are set forth in the 
Memorandum below. 
The Defendant argues that any order of restitution should be stayed because the case is up 
on appeal. The fact that Defendant's conviction is being appealed has no bearing on whether the 
Court should order restitution. LC. § 19-5304(10) allows a defendant to request relief from the 
restitution order within 42 days of the order. Therefore, according to the statute, it is not necessary 
to stay restitution pending appeal. It is more efficient to address restitution issues at this time and 
if the Defendant seeks to appeal restitution, then the appellate court can address all issues at once. 
Next, the Defendant argues that because Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. no longer exists, 
it is not a victim as defined in LC. § 19-5304(e)(i). This statute defines who is entitled to 
restitution, and provides that a "victim" must be a person or entity who suffered economic loss as 
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a result of the defendant's criminal conduct. See I.C. § 19-5304(e)(i). The Defendant argues that 
because Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. was dissolved by filing Articles of Dissolution on 
December 15th, 2016, it is no longer an entity, and accordingly, not a victim. 
The Defendant's argument should be rejected because under the Idaho Nonprofit 
Corporation Act, dissolution of a non-profit corporation does not terminate its existence for 
purposes of collecting assets owned by the corporation. Idaho Code § 30-30-1004(1) sets forth 
the effect of dissolution for nonprofit corporations in Idaho, and provides as follows: 
(1) A dissolved corporation continues its corporate existence but may not carry on any 
activities except those appropriate to wind up and liquidate its affairs, including: 
(a) Preserving and protecting its assets and minimizing its liabilities; 
(b) Discharging or making provision for discharging its liabilities and obligations; 
( c) Disposing of its properties that will not be distributed in kind; 
( d) Returning, transferring or conveying assets held by the corporation upon a 
condition requiring return, transfer or conveyance, which condition occurs by 
reason of the dissolution, in accordance with such condition; 
(e) Transferring, subject to any contractual or legal requirements, its assets as 
provided in or authorized by its articles of incorporation or bylaws; 
( f) If no provision has been made in its articles or bylaws for distribution of assets 
on dissolution, it may transfer, subject to any contractual or legal requirement, its 
assets: 
(i) To one (1) or more persons described in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code1; or 
(ii) To its members or, if it has no members, to those persons whom the 
corporation holds itself out as benefiting or serving; and 
(g) Doing every other act necessary to wind up and liquidate its assets and affairs. 
In this case, the Indictment was returned and filed October 21st, 2016. After criminal 
charges were filed, Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. filed Articles of Dissolution on December 15th, 
2016. On September 1st, 2017, a jury returned a verdict of guilty for Grand Theft by unlawfully 
taking property owned by Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. 
As provided by the above statute, the non-profit corporation still maintains its corporate 
existence to wind up and liquidate its affairs. Therefore, the Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. 
remains an entity in order to preserve and protect its assets. LC. § 30-30-1004(1)(a). A restitution 
order may be recorded as a judgment, for which the victim may execute as provided by law for 
civil judgments. See LC. § 19-5305. A judgment is an asset of the corporation. 
In addition, LC. § 30-30-1004(1)(e) provides that the corporate entity continues in order 
to transfer its assets as provided for in the Articles of Incorporation. Here, the Articles of 
Incorporation, Article XI, sets forth that upon dissolution, assets are to be distributed to satisfy its 
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claims, and then to another corporation meeting the requirements of 501(c)(3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code. See Exhibit "A" hereto. 
Finally, LC. § 30-30-1004(1 )(g) provides the catch-all subsection for a dissolved 
corporation to remain in existence to do every other act necessary to wind up and liquidate its 
assets and affairs. Here, DARE/PAL Inc. remains an "entity" in order to liquidate its assets, 
specifically the restitution amount contained in a Judgment. 
The Idaho Supreme Court reviewed this statute in deciding a public records request against 
a non-profit corporation that was subsequently dissolved. The Court noted "even when a 
corporation pursues dissolution, it continues to exist until its business affairs are wound up, 
including the resolution of any pending litigation. Ward v. Portneuf Med. Ctr., Inc., 150 Idaho 501, 
507, 248 P.3d 1236, 1242 (2011). While DARE/PAL Inc. isn't technically a party to pending 
litigation, the corporation's assets are involved in the criminal case. The corporation's business 
affairs are not wound up until its assets are liquidated and distributed. 
Therefore, the State respectfully requests that the Court find Blaine County DARE/PAL 
Inc. exists for purposes of being a victim of the Defendant's criminal conduct. 
The State has no objection to Counsel's request to appear and participate by telephone. 
DATED this --ZB day of December, 2017. 
Matthew Fredback, ISBN 7262 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1'fV-:ay of December, 2017, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the within and foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
David H. Leroy, Esq. 




~elony Legal Secretary 




ARTICLES OF IHCQRPORATION 
~iC. OF $ f AiE 
BLAINE COUNTY D,A,R.E,/P.A,L. I INC, 






KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 
@S 00 
lcuiu o CJ 
::: •• "1 
That we, the undersigned, have this day voluntarily i• 
-ti 
associated ourselves together for the purpose of forming a e ... 
nonprofit corporation under the laws of the State of Idaho and we 
hereby certify that: 
ARTICLE I 
The name of this nonprofit corporation is BLAINE COUNTY 
D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC. 
ARTICLE II 
This nonprofit corporation shall have perpetual existence. 
ARTICLE III 
The purpose or purposes for which this nonprofit corporation 
is organized are the transaction of any and all lawful business 
for which corporations may be incorporated under the Idaho 
Nonprofit Corporation Act. This organization is organized 
exclusively for charitable and educational purposes within the 
meaning of section 50l(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. The 
specific and primary charitable purposes for which this nonprofit 
corporation is formed are to act as a coordinating, educational, 
fundraising and service organization to foster, promote, 
encourage and increase the knowledge, and understanding of 
alcohol and drug addictions or related problems. This nonprofit 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION/1 
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corporation shall essentially direct its services and functions 
toward the people of the State of Idaho, but may extend its 
services and opportunities to all who otherwise qualify. 
ARTICLE IV 
This nonprofit corporation is organized pursuant to the 
authority of Title 30, Chapter 3, Idaho Code. 
ARTICLE Y 
The initial registered office of this corporation shall be 
located at the Blaine County Sheriff's Department, Hailey, Idaho, 
in Blaine County, Idaho, and its post office address shall be: 
Blaine County Sheriff's Department 
210 First Avenue South 
P.O. Box 98 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
The registered agent at such address is James Cleveland. 
ARTICLE VI 
This nonprofit corporation shall have members. The number 
and qualifications of members, the different classes of 
membership, and the voting and other rights of each or all 
classes of members shall be as set forth in the By-laws of this 
nonprofit corporation. 
ARTICI,,E VII 
The manner of holding membership meetings, the authority and 
duties of the Board of Directors and the Officers of this 
nonprofit corporation, and all other matters for management and 
control of this nonprofit corporation shall be determined by the 





By-laws of this nonprofit corporation and the laws of the State 
of Idaho. 
ARTICLE VIII 
The name and addresses of the persons who are the initial 
directors and the Incorporators of this nonprofit corporation 
are: 
Karen Bellon 
P.O. Box 483 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Charles Turner 
P.O. Box 1088 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Danna Hillman 
P.O. Box 98 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
Mary Kim Deffe 
P.O. Box 4663 
Ketchum, Idaho 83340 
James Cleveland 
P.O. Box 98 
Hailey, Idaho 83333 
ARTICLE IX 
A manager is authorized to exercise some or all of the 
powers which would otherwise be exercised by or under the 
authority of the Board of Directors, as more fully set forth in 
the By-laws of this nonprofit corporation. 
ARTICLE X 
The private property of the members, directors, and officers 
of this nonprofit corporation shall not be subject to the payment 
of association debts to any extent whatsoever. 




upon the dissolution of this nonprofit corporation, the 
assets of the corporation shall be distributed to satisfy the 
known and unknown claims against this nonprofit corporation, 
pursuant to Idaho Code SS 30-3-114 and -115, and then, subject to 
any contractual or legal requirement, to one or more persons 
described in section 50l(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code or to 
those persons whom the coporation holds itself out as benefitting 
or serving. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, for the purposes of conforming this 
nonprofit corporation to the laws of the State of Idaho, the 
undersigned, constituting the· incorporators of this nonprofit 
corporation, have executed these Articles of Incorporation this 
3~~day of November, 1994. 
Charles 'l'Urner . / 
ikre,a, d ~0(41% 
!> na H man 
~~#/ 





STATE OF IDAHO 




On this 3af::b day of November in the year 1994, before me, a 
Notary Public in the State of Idaho, personally appeared Karen 
Bellon, Charles TUrner, Dana Hillman, Mary Kim Deffe, and James 
Cleveland, known or identified to me, to be the persons whose 
names are subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged 
to me that he or she executed the same. 
AR'l'ICLBS OP INCORPORATION/5 
0154 
Signed: 12/29/2017 04:06 PM
Signed: 12/29/2017 04:47 PM
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DAVID H. LEROY 
Attorney at Law 
802 West Bannock Street, Ste 201 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 342-0000 
Facsimile: (208) 342-4200 
Idaho State Bar No. 1359 
dave@dleroy.com 
FILED 
Date I Time: 
JOLYNN DRAGE 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
By: Cl?) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 











Case No. CR-2016-3203 
ORDER FOR TELEPHONIC 
HEARING 
BASED on the Objection and Request of the Defendants Defense Counsel it is hereby 
ordered that the Defense Counsel may appear by telephone in the hearing on the 2nd day of January, 
2018 at the hour of 2:30 p.m. 
DATED This __ day of December, 2017. 
Honorable Jonathan Brody, District Judge 
ORDER FOR TELEPHONIC HEARING - 1 
29
Signed: 12/29/2017 04:47 PM
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this day of December, 2017, I caused a true and correct copy ---
of the within instrument to: 
Blaine County Prosecutors Office 
219 1st A venue South, Suite 201 
Hailey, Idaho 833333 
email: blainecountyprosecutor@co.blaine.id.us 
David H. Leroy 
Defense Counsel 
P.O. Box 193 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
email: dave@dleroy.com 
ORDER FOR TELEPHONIC HEARING - 2 
COURT MINUTES (Criminal) 1
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE





JUDGE: Brody, Jonathan P. DATE: January 02, 2018
CLERK: Crystal Rigby LOCATION: District Courtroom 1
HEARING TYPE: Motion for Restitution COURT REPORTER: Maureen Newton 
INTERPRETER: 
Parties Present:
State of Idaho  Attorney: Jimmy Joe Thomas
Chad Schiermeier  Attorney: David Henry Leroy
Hearing Start Time: 2:40 PM
Journal Entries: 
2.40 State present, Mr. Leroy present by phone.
Court introduces the case.
2.41 Mr. Leroy clarifies the objection
2.42 State addresses the motion for restitution.
2.47 Mr. Leroy responds, comments on the victim entity does not exist. 
Court inquires about a windfall, and requests no decision be made until conclusion of 
the appeal. 
2.51 State responds.
Court takes the matter under advisement and will issue a written decision.
2.53 Recess
Hearing End Time: 02:53 PM
Filed: January 2, 2018 at 4:49 PM.
Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County

















IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
 
       ) 
STATE OF IDAHO,     ) Case No. CR-2016-3203  
       ) 
 Plaintiff,     )   
          )  
 v.      ) RESTITUTION ORDER 
       )      
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER,    )  
       )      
 Defendant.     ) 
       ) 
__________________________________________) 
  
 The Court hereby ORDERS a Judgment of Restitution to be entered in this case in the 
sum of $86,868.03. This amount is payable through the Clerk of the District Court and shall be 
paid to the Blaine County D.A.R.E./P.A.L., INC. 
 




  Jonathan Brody, District Judge 
 
 
Signed: 1/12/2018 12:00 PM
Signed: 1/16/2018 09:57 AM
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FILED 
Date / Time: 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
 
 I, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I caused to be delivered on 
________________, one copy of the: Restitution Order as notice pursuant to Rule 77(d) I.C.R. to 
each of the following: 
 
Matt Fredback [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
David H. Leroy [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Corrections Central 
Records 
[ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Corrections Sentencing 
Team 
[ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
Idaho Department of Probation and Parole [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
MCCJC [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
BCI – Kathy Blades [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           









RESTITUTION ORDER   Page 3 of 3 
 
BCI – Forensic Services [ ] By mail                                
[ ] By email                        
[ ] By fax (number) _____                             
[ ] By personal delivery                                
[ ] Overnight delivery /FedEx                           
[ ] Courthouse box 
 
 
        
        
 
       JoLynn Drage 
       Clerk of the District Court 
       Blaine County, Idaho 
 
 
 By ____________________________ 




Signed: 1/16/2018 09:59 AM
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Signed: 1/16/2018 09:54 AM
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FILED 
Date I Time: 
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CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
B CQ..> 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FJFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN ANl> FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
















Case No. CR~2016~3203 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
ON MOTION FOR 
RESTITUTION ORDER 
On September 1, 2017, a Blaine County jury found Mr. Chad Schienneier guilty of one 
count of Grand Thell. On November 7, 2017, Mr. Schiermeier was sentenced to a unified 
sentence of fourteen years comprised of six years fixed and eight years indeterminate. At that 
MEMORANDUM DECISION ON MOTION FOR RESTITUTION ORDER 1 of5 
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time, the Court ordered that restitution would be held open until. the total could be adequately 
calculated. The State filed its motion frJr restitution, the defonclant filed an objection on the 
grounds that the non-profit that Mr. Schiermeier stole from had been dissolved and therefore 
could not receive restitution and tlmt any award of restitution would constitute a windfall for the 
recipient of the restitution. A hearing was held on January 2, 20 l 8 to determine ,vhether 
restitution could be imposed and the amount thereof'. Briefing was submitted to the Court. 
ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION 
Based on the briefing received and on arguments made before the Court, the Court must 
determine the fr,llowing: (I) whether it is appropriate to decide restitution while the case is 
pending appeal, (2) whether the D.A.R.E./P.A.L. program continues to exist for the purposes of 
restitution, (3) what restitution, if any, is nppropriate in this case. 
I. Whether Determination of Restitution is Approprh1tc while the Case is on 
Appeal 
Under Idnho Code § 19-5304(2), unless "the court determines that an order or restitution 
would be inappropriate or undesirable, it shall order a defendant !(Jund guilty of any crime which 
results in an economic loss to the victim to make restitution to the victim." (emphasis added). 
Based on the evidence presented at trial, it is appropriate to enter an order of restitution pursuant 
to those factors .listed in Idaho Code§ 19-5304(7). In addition, the crime of which the dcfondant 
was found guilty resulted in economic loss to the victim. Moreover, there is no provision in 
Idaho Code § 19-5304 that permits the Court to withhold the Order of Restitution merely 
because the matter is on appeal. Therefore, the Court must order restitution and the defendant 
can address restitution under Idaho Code § 19-5304( I 0) within fi.1rty•two (42) days of the entry 
of the order, 
MEMORANDUM DECISION ON MOTION FOR RESTITUTION ORDER 2 of5 
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II. Whether D.A.R.E./P.A.L. is a Victim 
Under Idaho Code§ I 9-5304(c)(i), a victim is defined as "a person or entity, who suffers 
economic loss or injury as a result of the defendant's criminal conduct .... " Clearly, the 
DARE/PAL non-profit qualifies as a victim because it was an entity that suflered economic loss. 
III. Whether D.A.R.E.IP.A.L. Continues to Exist for the Purposes of Restitution 
Mr. Schierrneier's main object.ion is that tbe entity .is no longer operating and tberdi:Jre 
there should be no windfall for another non-profit or other person or entity. In Idaho, the 
purpose of restitution is making the victim whole .igain. Eg. S/11/e v. Richmond, 137 Idaho 35, 
38 (Ct. App. 2002). Under Idaho Code§ 30-30-1004(1), a 
dissolved corporation continues its corporate existence, but may 
not carry on any activities except those ,1ppropriate to wind up and 
liquidate its affairs, including ... transferring, subject to any 
contractual or legal requirements, its assets as provided in or 
authorized by its articles of incorporation or bylaws .... 
Idaho Code§ 30-30-1004(1). Moreover, Idriho Code§ 30-30-1004(2) states that d.issolution 
does not prevent abate, or suspend a proceeding by or against the corporation. 
The bylaws of the DARE/PAL non-profit require that upon dissolution any fimds be 
transforred to a qualifying non-profit or otherwise disposed ofin accordance with the law. 
Clearly, the DAREIP AL non-profit corporation continues to exist for the purposes of completing 
its winding up of its affairs, The Court finds that any judgment rendered would be provided to 
the I)AREIPAL non-profit. What the DARE/PAL non-profit does with those fonds is irrelevant 
for the purpose of determining what restitution .is due. As the money will be provided to the 
victim, there is no windfall. An unjust windfall would occur only if the defendant did not have 
to pay restitution for the money he stole becuuse the non-profit was out of business-when it was 
ddcndmit's conduct that put the non-profit out of business. 
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Under Idaho Code§ 19-2702, "if the judgment includes ... monetary smns, execution 
may be issued thereon fi:ir such sums as on a judgment in a civil action." Therefore, restitution in 
a criminal judgment is tantamount to a civil judgment, which would be un asset of a company. 
Therefore, the Court finds that the restitution from a criminal judgment is an asset of the 
DARE/!' AL non-profit to be spent or distributed as required by the DAREil' AL non-profit 
bylnws. 
Finally, the defendant's argument that restitution should not be p,1id because there is no 
longer a victim is not well taken. The renson the corporation is dissolved is the defendant's 
criminal conduct. The corporation continues to exist fi.1r the pmposcs of winding up its business, 
including disposing of any restitution ordered by the Court 
IV. Order on Restitution 
T'he proof required to show economic loss f,ir restitution is i1 preponderance of the 
evidence standard. Idaho Code§ 19-5304(6). Based on the preponderance of the evidence, the 
Court finds that the State proved $86,868.03 in economic loss. This amount wns not objected to 
either in briefing or at the hearing. The evi.dence at trial was overwhelming and proved the 
tl1110lnlt wken. Therel<.lrc restitution will be awarded in the stated amount. 
CONCLUSION 
lt is approprbte to for there to be restitution in this case, therefore the Court must enter 
restitution. In a separate order, the Court will order that restitution be entered in the amount of 
$86,868.03. 
Dated: ,j £M u tv '( ( / f-2f)_J ( __ 




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that · I caused to be delivered on 
_ _____ • one copy of the: MEMORANDUM DECISION ON MOTION FOR 
RESTITUTION ORDER as notice pursuant to Rule 77(d) l.C.R. to each of the following: 
Matt Fredback 
David H. Leroy 







By fax (number) 
By personal delivery 




By fax (number) 
By personal delivery 




By fax (number) 
By personal delivery 




By fax (number) 
By personal delivery 
overnight delivery /FedEx 
c-rn~ rthouse box 





Clerk of the District Court 
Blaine County, Idaho 
CQ:mby-__ . -
Deputyae/l-
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By: Deputy Clerk - 
JoLynn Drage, Clerk of the Court




In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 














ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW 
Supreme Court Docket No. 45642-2018 
Blaine County No. CR-2016-3203 
Ref. No. 18-75 
A MOTION FOR LEA VE FOR DEFENSE COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL 
OF RECORD AND FOR APPOINTMENT OF THE STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
TO REPRESENT DEFENDANT ON APPEAL and AFFIDAVIT OF TOM L. SCHIERMEIER IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO ALLOW WITHDRAW AL OF CURRENT 
APPELLATE COUNSEL AND FOR THE APPOINTMENT OF THE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFE DER were filed by counsel for Appellant on March 1, 2018. The Court is fully advised; 
therefore, after due consideration, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that Appellant's MOTION FOR LEA VE FOR DEFENSE 
COUNSEL TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF RECORD be and hereby is GRANTED. 
IT FURTHER IS ORDERED that proceedings in the above-entitled appeal s_hall be 
SUSPENDED for a period of twenty-eight (28) days from the date of this Order to allow Appellant 
time to file a motion in District Court requesting the appointment of the State Appellate Public 
Defender. 
DATED this _1 __ day of March, 2018. 
cc : Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
Comi Reporter 
ORDER - Docket No. 45642-2018 
By Order of the Supreme Court 
~~I 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLANT PUBLIC DEFENDER ON APPEAL 1
D-CR (OR92) 5.6.14
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE
Case No. CR-2016-3203
Order Appointing State Appellant 
Public Defender on Appeal




The above-named Defendant, Chad Schiermeier, being indigent, and having filed an 
appeal of
 the Judgment of Conviction
 the Disposition Judgment Probation Violation
 the Judgment After Revoking Order Withholding Judgment
 the Order Withholding Judgment
 the Order After Retained Jurisdiction
 the Order denying Rule 35 motion
 the Order Relinquishing Jurisdiction 
 the Judgment denying post-conviction relief
      
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Idaho State Appellate Public Defender is appointed to 
represent the above named Defendant, in all matters pertaining to this appeal.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated: _______________
Jonathan P. Brody 
Judge




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
JoLynn Drage, Clerk of the Court











ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLANT PUBLIC DEFENDER ON APPEAL 2
D-CR (OR92) 5.6.14
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE






 By fax (number)                                        
 By personal delivery
 Overnight delivery/Fed Ex
 Courthouse box









          Deputy Clerk











Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
JoLynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Deputy Clerk -
665 of 684
SUPREME COURT NO. 45642 
RE: STATE OF IDAHO 
VS. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER 
Notice is hereby given that on May 3, 
2018, a Reporter's Transcript on Appeal in the 
above-entitled case, consisting of 1,532 pages, 
plus an 18-page index, was lodged with the District 
Court Clerk of the County of Blaine, State of Idaho. 
The hearings included in the transcript are as follows: 
August 23-25, 29-31, and September 1, 2017 - Jury Trial 
November 7, 2017 - Sentencing 
SUSAN P. ISRAEL, CSR NO. 244 
DATED: May 3, 2018 
*Appeal Transcript emailed to: Attorney General@ 
janet.carter@ag.idaho.gov 




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
Jolynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Andrea Logan, Deputy Clerk
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ERIC D. FREDERICKSEN 
State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #6555 
ELIZABETH A. ALLRED 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
I.S.B. #7259 
322 E. Front Street, Suite 570 
Boise, Idaho 83 702 
Phone: (208) 334-2712 
Fax: (208) 334-2985 
E-mail: documents@sapd.state.id. us 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR BLAINE COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, ) CASE NO. CR 2016-3203 
) 
v. ) S.C. DOCKET NO. 45642 
) 
CHAD SCHIERMEIER, ) AMENDED 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Defendant-Appellant. ) 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, ST ATE OF IDAHO AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, JIM J. THOMAS, BLAINE COUNTY PROSECUTOR, 201 
2ND A VENUE S. SUITE 100, HAILEY, ID 83333, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above named respondent to the 
Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment of Conviction and Order entered Jlfo¥ember 7, 
2017, mul filed November 8, 2017, the Honorable Jonathan Brody, presiding. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - PAGE l 
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2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph I above are appealable orders under and 
pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rules (I.A.R.) 1 l(c)(l-.2). 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then intends 
to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall not prevent the 
appellant from asserting other issues on appeal is: 
(a) Whether there was sufficient evidence to support the conviction. 
{b) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing the State to present its case to the jury on a traditional theft theory, in 
addition to the theory of theft by unauthorized control alleged in the information, 
in contravention of the parties' stipulation and agreement that they were "putting 
all its eggs in one basket" in the information and that no other charges or 
amendments would be pursued. 
(c) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing an unconstitutional variance between the charge alleged in the 
information and the two separate theories of theft that were presented to the jury. 
(d) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error 
resulting in a violation of defendant's rights to due process of law under the 
United States Constitution by allowing an additional theory of theft to be 
submitted to the jury other than as charged in the information and as represented 
to the defendant by the court at arraignment. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - PAGE 2 
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(e) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
failing to grant the defendant's motion for judgment of acquittal made at the close 
of the State's cause and the defendant's motion to dismiss argued at sentencing. 
(f) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing the State's prosecution to proceed contrary to Idaho's "evolved tradition 
against enforcing contractual obligations through the criminal Jaw," recognized by 
the Idaho Supreme Court as discussed in State v. Henninger, 945 P.2d 864 (Id. 
App. 1997). 
(g) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing the State's prosecution to proceed contrary to Article 1, Section 15 of the 
Idaho Constitution providing that, "there shall be no imprisonment for debt in this 
state except in cases of fraud." 
(h) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing the State's prosecution to proceed without evidence that the theft alleged 
in this case was committed against an "owner" of the funds in question, as that 
element has been interpreted by the Idaho Supreme Court in State v. Bennett, 246 
P.3d 387 (Idaho 2010) and the Idaho Appellate Court in State v. Johnson, 326 
P.3d.361 (Id. App. 2014). 
(i) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
failing to allow defendant to call its expert witness to testify concerning the 
differences between civil liability against corporate officers and criminal liability 
for theft, then failing to instruct the jury concerning the principles to be applied in 
differentiating civil contractual liability from criminal liability for theft and by 
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preventing defense counsel from arguing any such differences to the jury thereby 
precluding any presentation of the defense theory of the case. 
(j) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
failing to instruct the jury as to the meaning of the word "wrongfully" with 
reference to taking property for purposes of determining guilt under the traditional 
theory of grand theft submitted to the jury, thereby failing to present to the jury 
the defense theory of the case that the matter was at most a contractual dispute 
internal to the corporation and was not a criminal violation of law. 
(k) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
allowing the State to present to the jury and to argue that the provisions of the 
corporation Articles oflncorporation in this case limited the defendant's authority 
granted to him in the corporate Bylaws and in the Certificate of Authorization at 
the corporate banking institution to expend the corporate funds pursuant to such 
authority. 
(I) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
failing to instruct the jury as requested by the defendant, that the falsified 
documents to dissolve the corporation filed by the Blaine County Sheriff's 
Department with the Idaho Secretary of State were ineffective and could be set 
aside, and that the corporation was still in existence with defendant remaining the 
Manager of the corporation, all pursuant to law. 
(m) Whether the district court committed prejudicial and reversible error in 
refusing to instruct the jury as requested by the defendant that donations to the 
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corporation became the property of the corporation and the donor did not retain 
any rights to control the use of such funds following the donation. 
(o) Whether the district court's sentence against defendant was unreasonable 
and excessive and a clear abuse of discretion in light of the nature of the offense, 
the character of the defendant, and the protection of the public interest. 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record that is 
sealed is the Defendant's Pretrial Memorandum, and the Presentence Investigation 
Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. P1:1rsuaat ta I.A.R. 28(e), the appellaat req1;1ests the 
preparatien of the reperter's transeript 1nthieh inel1:1des enly the following portiees of the 
reperter's transeript. The appellant requests the preparation of the entire reporter's 
standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(d). The Appellant also requests the 
preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's transcript: 
(a) Status Hearing held March 21, 2017 (Court Reporter: Susan Israel. 
estimation of more than 100 pages is listed on the Register of Actions); 
(b) Pretrial Conference held April 18. 2017 (Court Reporter: Maureen 
Newton, estimation of less than I 00 pages is listed on the Register of Actions); 
(c) Motion to Continue Trial Hearing held on April 24. 2017 (Court Reporter: 
Maureen Newton. estimation of less than 100 pages is listed on the Register of 
Actions); 
(d) Pretrial Conference held August l. 2017 (Court Reporter: Susan Israel, 
estimation of under 100 pages is listed on the Register of Actions); 
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(e) Jury trial ineludieg: any pertien ef the jlH)' seleetien proeess whereie the 
eriminal eharge er ~the ieformatiee was explained er read te the jury; the opeeieg 
statement, all testimeny and ether preeeedings •1;hether in er eut ef the jury's 
preseeee; and the elesing argt.-HHents. Jury Trial held on August 23, 24, 25, 29, 30, 
31. 2017, and September 1, 2017, to include the voir dire, opening statements, 
closing arguments, jury instruction conferences, any hearings regarding questions 
from the jury during deliberations, return of the verdict. polling of the jurors, and 
any argument on motions or objections (Court Reporter: Susan Israel, estimation 
of more than 500 pages is listed on the Register of Actions); 
(f) Motion to Withdraw Hearing held October 3, 2017 (Court Reporter: Susan 
Israel, estimation of less than 100 pages is listed on the Register of Actions); 
(g) Motion I Sentencing Hearing held on November 7, 2017 (Court Reporter: 
Susan Israel, estimation of more than I 00 pages is listed on the Register of 
Actions); 
(h) Motion Hearing held December 5, 2017 (Court Reporter: Susan Israel, no 
estimation of pages is listed on the Register of Actions): and 
(i) Motion for Restitution Hearing held on January 2, 2018 (Court Reporter: 
Maureen Newton. estimation of less than l 00 pages is listed on the Register of 
Actions). 
6. Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record pursuant to 
I.A.R. 28(b )(2), and all exhibits, recordings, and documents for I.A.R. 31. The Appellant 
requests the following documents to be included in the Clerk's Record. in addition to 
those automatically included under I.A.R. 28(b)(2) and I.A.R. 31: 
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(a) The eel:Ht's vi'fitteR jury instraetiens and the defendGftt's proposed 
instraetioas submitted dwiag trial; 
(b) Indictment filed October 21, 2016; 
(c) Redacted Indictment filed October 21, 2016; 
(d) Original Arrest Warrant filed October 21, 2016; 
(e) Waiver of Speedy Trial filed January 24, 2017; 
(t) Transcript Filed February 2, 2017; 
(g) Pretrial Memorandum filed April 10, 2017; 
(h) Defendant's Witness List filed April 20, 2017; 
(i) Notice of Intent to Offer Expert Testimony Pursuant to IRE 702, 703, ICR 
16(b)(7) filed July 24, 2017; 
(j) Defendant's Response to State's Request for Discovery Dated 08/08/2017 
Defendant's Witness List filed August 11, 2017; 
(k) State's Witness List filed August 17, 2017; 
(1) State's Amended Witness List filed August 23. 2017; 
(m) Preliminary Jury Instructions filed August 24. 2017; 
(n) Jury Seating Chart filed August 24, 2017; 
(o) Preemptory Challenge Sheet filed August 24, 2017; 
(p) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 1 filed August 24, 2017; 
(q) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 2 filed August 24. 2017; 
(r) Defendant' Memorandum of Law 3 filed August 24. 2017; 
(s) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 4 filed August 24. 2017; 
(t) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 5 filed August 24. 2017; 




State's Proposed Jury Instructions filed August 30, 2017; 
State's Objection to Defendant's Witness George Breitsameter filed 
August 30, 2017; 
(w) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 6 filed August 30, 2017; 
(x) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 7 filed August 30, 2017; 
(y) Defendant's Memorandum of Law 8 filed August 30, 2017; 
(z) Jury Seating Chart files September 1, 2017; 
(aa) Final Jury Instructions filed September 1, 2017; 
(bb) Exhibit/Witness List filed September 1, 2017; 
(cc) Application for Appointment of Attorney filed September 5. 2017; 
(dd) State's Objection to Appointment of Public Defender filed September 8, 
2017; 
( ee) Docket Worksheet filed September 13, 2017; 
(fl) Defendant's Supplemental Memorandum of Points and Authorities in 
Support of Motion for Judgment of Acquittal or in the Alternative, Motion for 
New Trial filed September 19, 2017; 
(gg) State's Objection to the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Criminal Action 
Pursuant to I.C.R. 48{a){2) filed September 29, 2017; 
(hh) Affidavit of Community Service filed October 11. 2017; 
(ii) Notice of Substitution of Counsel filed October 17. 2017; 
Gj) Memorandum - Sentencing filed November 1, 2017; 
(kk) Notice of Substitution of Counsel filed December 5, 2017; 
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(ll) Objection to Entry of Restitution Order and Request for Telephonic 
Hearing filed December 18, 2017; 
(mm) State's Response to Defendant's Objection to Entry of Restitution filed 
December 28, 2017; 
(nn) Memorandum Decision on Motion for Restitution filed January 16, 2018; 
and 
( oo) Any exhibits, including but not limited to the PSI, letters or victim impact 
statements, addendums to the PSI or other items offered at sentencing hearing. 
Except that any pictures or depictions of child pornography necessary to the 
appeal need not be sent, but maybe sought later by motion to the Idaho Supreme 
Court. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on the 
court reporter(s), Susan Israel. and Maureen Newton; 
(b) The estimated fee has been paiEI fer preparatien ef the elerk's reeord. 
That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation of 
the record because the appellant is indigent. (LC. §§ 31-3220, 3 l-3220A, I.A.R. 
mfll; 
(c) That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a criminal 
case (I.C. §§31-3220, 3 I-3220A, I.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
( d) The estimated fee has beee paid fer the reporter's transcript. That 
arrangements have been made with Blaine County who will be responsible for 
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paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client is indigent, (LC. §§ 31-3220, 31-
3220A, I.A.R. 24(h}}: and 
(e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to I.A.R. 20. 
DATED this 3rd day of May, 2018. 
ELIZABETH A. ALLRED 
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 3rd day of May, 2018, caused a true and 
correct of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
DAVID LEROY 
PO BOX 193 
BOISE ID 83701 
SUSAN ISRAEL 
COURT REPORTER 
1559 OVERLAND A VENUE 





RUPERT ID 83350 
JIMJTHOMAS 
BLAINE COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
201 2ND A VENUE S SUITE 100 
HAILEY ID 83333 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL - CRIMINAL DIVISION 
Hand-deliver to Attorney General's mailbox at Supreme Court 
EAA/mal 




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
JoLynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Deputy Clerk -
0 /01/ 018 0 :40PM
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Maureen Newton 
P.O. Box 132 
Heyburn, Id 83336 
Clerk of the Court 
Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 




NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on June 1, 2018, I emailed a pdf document consisting of 90 
pages, hearings held 4-18-17, 4-24-17 and 1-2-18, for the above-referenced appeal, with the 
District Court Clerk for the county of Blaine, in the Fifth Judicial District. A PDF copy has been 
emailed to sctfilings@idcourts.net. 
~-d}~, r~




Fifth Judicial District, Blaine County
JoLynn Drage, Clerk of the Court
By: Deputy Clerk -
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SUPREME COURT NO. 45642 
RE: STATE OF IDAHO 
vs. 
CHAD R. SCHIERMEIER 
Notice is hereby given that on June 8, 
2018, a Supplemental Reporter's Transcript on Appeal 
in the above-entitled case, consisting of 72 pages, 
was lodged with the District Court Clerk of the 
County of Blaine, State of Idaho. 
The hearings included in the transcript are as follows: 
March 21, 2017 - Status Conference 
August 1 , 2017 - Pretrial Conference 
October 3, 2017 - Motion to Withdraw 
December 5, 2017 - Motion for Bail Pending Appeal 
SUSAN P. ISRAEL, CSR NO. 244 
DATED: June 8, 2018 
*Appeal Transcript emailed to: Attorney General@ 
janet.carter@ag.idaho.gov 
State Appellate PD@ 
efc@ag.idaho.gov 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 













Supreme Court No. 45642 
Plaintiff/ Respondent, 




I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that the following documents will 
be submitted as exhibits to the Record: 
Confidential Documents File Date 
Indictment 10/21/17 
Grand Jury Transcript 2/02/17 
Pretrial Memo 4/10/1 7 
Motion to Revoke Pro Hae Vice Status (EXH. 5 SEALED) 4/18/17 
Aoolication for Public Defender 9/5/17 
Presentence Report 10/31/17 
Addendum to Presentence Report 11/3/17 
Motion for Aooointment of Public Defender 3/23/18 
Court's Exhibits Date 
1-Juror notes 8/30/17 
State's Exhibits Date Admitted 
1-Articles of Incorporation of Blaine Co. DARE/PAL Inc. 8/24/17 X 
2-By-Laws of Blaine County DARE/PAL Inc. 8/24/17 X 
3-Secretary of State Annual Report Form 8/24/17 X 
4-Payroll Department Form-Schiermeier 8/24/17 X 
5-Claim form September 2009-$7,500.00 over OBJECTION 8/24/17 X 
6-Claim form September 2009-$7,500.00 over OBJECTION 8/24/17 X 
7-Claim form February 2009-$29,000.00 over OBJECTION 8/24/17 X 
8-Claim form February 2010-$31 ,226.00 over OBJECTION 8/24/17 X 
9-Claim Form September 2010-$8,871 .00 over OBJECTION 8/24/17 X 
10-PAL Proqram Calendar 2010 8/24/17 X 
EXHIBIT LIST-1 
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11-Claim Form February 2011-$35, 115.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
12-PAL Program Calendar 2011 8/25/17 X 
13-Claim Form September 2011-$9,351.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
14-Claim Form April 2012-$21,012.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
15-Claim Form June 2012-$500.00 8/25/17 X 
16-Claim Form September 2012-$3,400.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
17-PAL Prooram Calendar 2012 8/25/17 X 
18-Claim Form April 2013-$17,509.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
19-Claim Form September 2013- $3,933.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
20-PAL Prooram Calendar 2013 8/25/17 X 
21-Warrant Detail Claim 2014 $1,000.00 over OBJECTION 8/25/17 X 
22-PAL Program Calendar 2014 8/25/17 X 
23-PAL Prooram Calendar 2015 8/25/17 X 
24-Letter to ISP-Request for Outside lnvestiqation 8/25/17 X 
25-Personnel Action Form 12/15/15 8/25/17 X 
26-DARE/PAL 501 C3 Application 8/25/17 X 
27-DARE/PAL Acceptance Letter 8/25/17 X 
28-Quicken DARE/PAL Bank Report 8/25/17 X 
29-DARE/PAL Non-Profit Tax Engagement Letter 8/25/17 X 
30-
31-Unincorporated Association of Authority #2 8/30/17 X 
32-Text messaqe from Schiermeier 8/29/17 X 
33-DVD Schiermeier interviews - Carpita 8/29/17 X 
33a-Transcript of interviews. 8/29/17 X 
34-Articles of Dissolution 8/29/17 X 
35-CD: Timesheets of Schiermeier 8/29/17 X 
36a,b,c,d - US Bank CDs 8/29/17 X 
37 - Inventory report 8/29/17 X 
38a,b,c- Photoqraphs of the storaoe unit 8/29/17 X 
39 - Linda Czemerys CV 8/29/17 X 
40 - Linda Czemerys thumb drive - spreadsheet 8/30/17 X 
41 
501 - Affidavit-receipts for Backcountry.com 8/29/17 X 
502 - Affidavit-receipts for Bass Pro, LLC 8/29/17 X 
503 - Affidavit-receipts for B&H Photo 8/29/17 X 
504 - Affidavit-receipts for Cabela's, Inc. 8/29/17 X 
505 - Affidavit-receipts for Campbell Resources 8/29/17 X 
506 - Affidavit-receipts for Les Schwab Tire 8/29/17 X 
507 -Affidavit-receipts for Montbell America, Inc. 8/29/17 X 
508 - Affidavit-receipts for MotoXoutlet 8/29/17 X 
509 -Affidavit-receipts for Outdoor Visions 8/29/17 X 
510 - Affidavit-receipts for Outdoorsman 8/29/17 X 
511 - Affidavit-receipts for Realtree.com 8/29/17 X 
512 - Affidavit-receipts for REI 8/29/17 X 
513-Affidavit-receipts for Sitka Gear 8/29/17 X 
514 -Affidavit-receipts for Sportsman's Warehouse 8/29/17 X 
515 -Affidavit-receipts for Spot-Hoaa Archery Products, Inc. 8/29/17 X 




517- - Inventory item-photos Bass Pro Shops Optimizer-Lite Ultra 8/30/17 X 
3/13/09 
518- photo of Chad /Wild Boar Bow 8/30/17 X 
518a- photo Chad/bio horn sheep bow 8/30/17 X 
519-- Inventory item-photos Bass Pro Shops Ripcord Code Red 8/30/17 X 
Arrowrest(2) 
520- Inventory item-photos Outdoor Visions Big game hunting videos 8/30/17 X 
and books 
521- Inventory Item- photos /Cabelas's Inc US Pocket Digital Scale 8/30/17 X 
4/7/09 
522- Inventory item-photos Outdoor Research Advanced Blvy Sack 8/30/17 X 
MOJO Blue 1 person 
523- Inventory item- photos Les Schwab Adj Alum Hitch 8/30/17 X 
524- Certificate of Title Truck 8/30/17 X 
525- Inventory Item- photos Cabela's Inc Remington Premier A- 8/30/17 X 
Frame Ammunition 375 H&HM (3) 4/6/10 
526- Inventory Item-photos Sportsman's Whse Twin Falls, 8/30/17 X 
Mapsource Tope 
527- Inventory Item- photo Cabela's Inc North Face Superlight 8/30/17 X 
Mummy Bag Right Lo 3/3/11 
528-- Inventory item-photo Cabela's Inc Thermarest Neo Air 8/30/17 X 
Mattress XL, Thermarest Neo Air Mattress Stuff Sack Large 3/3/11 
529- Photo tent and gear on mountain 8/30/17 X 
530- photo B&H Photo 70-200 mm fnL EF (USM)Lens 8/30/17 X 
531- Inventory item-photo REI Direct Sales Outdoor Research 8/30/17 X 
Crocodile Gaiters 4/27 /11 
532- Inventory item-photo REI Direct Sales La Sportiva Trango S 8/30/17 X 
EVO GTX Mountaineerino Boots Size 44 
533- Inventory item- photo Backcounty.com Mammut Flamma 8/30/17 X 
Softshell Pant-Mens (2) 4/9/12 
534- Inventory item- photo Cabela's Inc Husky Liners Classis Liners 
7-9 Tundra, Husky Liners Classis Liners 2nd or 3rd seat 9/27/12 
8/30/17 X 
535- Inventory item-photo Sportsman's Whse Twin Falls, 1 OD 8/30/17 X 
Danner Look 8/14/15 
536- Inventory item-photo Sportsman's Whse Twin Falls, 1 OD 8/30/17 X 
Danner Look 8/14/15 
537- Photo Northern Outfitters Black Boots 8/30/17 X 
538- Photo Swarovski binoculars 8/30/17 X 
539- Photo Chad Caribou 8/30/17 X 
540- Photo Chad Standino in huntino oear, Cabela's mittens 8/30/17 X 
541- photo chad looking through binoculars 8/30/17 X 
542- Photo Chad Sitting in snow with Sitka gear and gators 8/30/17 X 
543- Photo Chad sittino with Sitka oear and gators 8/30/17 X 
544- photo Outdoorsman camera stand 8/30/17 X 
545- photo Chad sitting with Outdoorsman tripod and camera gear 8/30/17 X 
546- photo Chad with vest and gators with mule deer 8/30/17 X 
547a-Photo Chad in gear in airport ID ONLY 
547b-Photo Chad in airport with group 8/30/17 X 
547c-Photo First Air Gate 17 8/30/17 X 
EXHIBIT LIST-3 
682 of 684
548-Hunting videos, camera SD cards, badge 8/30/17 X 
549-Burt Creek Adventures website 8/30/17 X 
550-inventory item- Canon HD camcorder 8/30/17 X 
551 inventory item- Canon HD Flash camcorder 8/30/17 X 
Defendant's Exhibits Date Admitted 
A -Certificate of Authority 8/25/17 X 
B -Termination Letter 8/25/17 X 
C-Photo of 375 H&H rifle 8/29/17 X 
D-US Bank doc - Add Signer 8/29/17 X 
E-Packet from Secretary of State, including Articles of Dissolution 8/29/17 X 
F-Report of Bryan Carpita over OBJECTION 8/29/17 X 
IN WITNESS WHERE qi have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this J L, day of L)f\JL. , 2018 . 
• Sf Al o .. 
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THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 





STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 












Supreme Court No. 45642 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
Clerk's Record on Appeal was compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, full and 
correct Record of the pleadings and documents as are automatically required under Rule 28 of 
the Idaho Appellate Rules as well as those requested by the Appellant. 
I do further certify that all exhibits offered or admitted in the above-entitled cause and 
exhibits requested by the Appellant will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court along 
with the Clerk's Record on Appeal and the Court Reporter's Transcript on Appeal. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
Court this 12... day of QJ(\ !L , 2018. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE-1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLAINE 
















Supreme Court No. 45642 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Crystal Rigby, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Blaine, do hereby certify that I have personally served or 
mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the Clerk's Record and Court Reporter's Transcript to 
each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
ST A TE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
322 East Front Street, Ste 570 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Attorney for Petitioner/Appellant 
IDAHO ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
CRIMINAL APPEALS 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
Attorney for Respondent/ 
Respondent on Appeal 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this __l2i_ day of QA,,,...,_ '--_ , 2018. 
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